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Mr. YULEE. Yes, sir; and I understand it 
to be accepted by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. FITCH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


will request the Senator from Florida to propose | 


his amendment in form. 

Mr. YULEE. The amendment is to add to 
the first resoiution: 

And one thousand copies of the report and documents 


from the Postmaster General—five hundred copies of which 
shall be for the use of that Department. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the consent 
of the Senate, the resolutions reported by the 
Printing Committee will be modified according te 
the suggestion made by the Senator from F lorida. 
[ss Agreed.’’} ‘ 

The resolutions, as amended, were agreed to. 

WILLIAM IL. DE GROOT. 


Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. No. 49) to repeal the joint resolution ap- 
evel June 15, 1860, for the relief of William 

. De Groot; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON. [I move the reference of the 
resolution to the Committee on Claims. The 
resolution which I propose to repe al came ori- 

ginally from the House of Representatives, went 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and was passed, I think, without as much consid- 
eration as it ought to have had. I believe that 
matters are not right under it, and that it is the 
duty of Congress to repeal that act. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


RAILROAD CONNECTION AT WASHINGTON. 

Mr. KENNEDY. 
Senate bill No. 377 of the last session, for consid- 
eration, 

The Secretary read the title of the bill (S. N 
377) to authorize the Baltimore and Ohio Rail. 


read Company to extend the Washington branch || 


of their road to the Potomac river, and across the 
same, by an extension of the present structure 
known as the Long Bridge, for the purpose of con- 
necting with the Virginia railroad at that point. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I merely rise to inquire 
of the Senator from Maryland whether he de- 
signs to put that bill on its passage now, or to 
fix a day for its consideration. I am not pre- 
pared to act upon it at present. I wish to look 
into it, 

Mr. KENNEDY. I should like very much to 
have a vote on it to-day, if possible; but if it is 
deemed impossible to do that now, I should be 
very glad to have the Senate appoint a day when 
the vote shall be taken. If gentlemen’s minds 
are not made up upon it, I have no desire in the 
world to force this bill on the consideration of the 
body now. Itisa bill of very great importance 
to the traveling community generally in the Uni- 
ted States. It was somewhat discussed last ses- 
sion. It was before the Senate last winter, and 


several times postponed; but to meet the views of || 


gentlemen who may want further time to look at 


this bill, Iam perfectly willing to agree to make || 


it the special order for Wednesday at one o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
Senator that I have had an interview with a gen- 
tleman connected with that matter recently, ‘and 
have somewhat modified my views with reference 
to it, as the line is now supposed to be intended 


to run; .but still 1 am not prepared to act upon it 
quite yet, 


Il move now to take up | 


I would suggest to the | 


and I certainly wish to examine the bill | 


very care fully before I give my assent to it. 1 | 


have no objection to a future day being fixed, be- 
cause, if I should be opposed to the bill then I 
fan say so; but at present, I must necessarily op- 


pose action on it until I can have an opportunity 
to look at it more fully. 


Mr. MASON. Say Wednesday. 
The PRESIDIN NG OFFICER. The question 
now is on taking up the biil for consideration. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. KENNEDY. 
Special order for Wednesday at one o’clock. 
‘he motion was agreed to. 


7 


I now move to make it the | 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 
Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I move that the 


| Senate set apart Wednesday and Thursday of 


next week for the consideration of territorial busi- | 


ness, 


We have had no hearing of our territorial 
business; and it is very Imports ant that C ongress 


| should take some action for Dacotah, for Jeffer- || 


| son, for Arizona Territories, and for the ¢ 


Valley people. Ido not pre tend to say what we 


shall press, but I think the territorial business | 


ought to be considered. I move that Wednesday 
and Thursday of next week be set apart for it. 

Severat Senators. That will be Christmas 
week. 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senate do not take it up 
then, they will give me some other day. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Foor in 


the chair.) If there be no further business for 
the morning hour, the bill (S. No. 112) to fur- 


|| ther carry out the provisions of the fifteenth sec- 


tion of the treaty between the United States and 
Mexico, concluded on the 2d day of February, 
1848, which was under consideration at the last 


Committee of the Whole, the pending question 
being on the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Hate] to insert, as an addi- 
tional section, the following: 


“ind be it further enacted, That this act shall not take 
effect until the public debt of the United States shall have 
been paid. 


Mr. IVERSON. 


I propose to make a very 


decide upon it. 
tion before, the Senator from Louisiana, not now 
in his place, (Mr. Stipett,] made some remarks 


the United States and Mexico, the United States 
territory ceded by Mexico to the United States, 
and that that $15,000,000 had all been paid. I do 
not suppose the Senator intended to misre present 
the facts of the case, and he made this statement 
through mere inadvertence. 
would lead a person not conversant with the facts 
to believe that the United States had paid to the 
Repub lic of Mexico $15,000,000 in cash, and that 
this $3,250,000 was a ‘differe nt, an outside matter, 
which the Government of the United States was 
not called upon to respond to. That, however, 
is a great mistake, The United States did agree 
to pay to the Government of Mexico $15,000,000 
| as a consideration for the cession of the territory. 


treaty, with the consent of Mexico, to pay claims 
of Americ an citizens against the Government of 
| Mexico. The whole $15,000,000, therefore 
| not been paid. All was paid to the Republic of 
| Mexico with the exception of the $3,250,000; 
and that sum, as I have said, was set apart by 
the Republic of Mexico in this treaty to pay the 
claims of the citizens of the United States against 
that Government, the Government of the United 
Ses undertaking to pay those claims out of the 
250,000, and to release the Government of 
NM ‘xico from all obligation to pay those private 
claims. 
Under the provisions of the treaty a commis- 
sion was established for the purpose of ascertain- 


$3,250,000. 


That commission sat in this place, 


and paid. But there remains of the 
$3,250, 000 thus set apart by Mexico to pay the 
el: iims of individual citizens of the United States, 

$211,009, nowinthe Treasury. I therefore stated 
the case correctly when I said, the other day, that 
this was the money of Mexico, de ‘posite od in the 
United States Treasury to pay certain claims of 
citizens of the United States. The $3,250,000 was 


However, his remark | 


ing those claims, and paying them out of these | 


Carson }}| 


arcreed to pay to Mexico for the cession of ter- 
ritory; and Mexico appropriate d the $3,250,000 
to pay the claims of United States citizens. Of 
course, therefore, the $3,250,000 was a fund be- 
longing to the Republic of Mexico, which she 
placed as a trust fund in the hands of this Gov- 
ernment to pay the debts due to our citizens; and 
the whole $3,250,000 is justly due to such citi- 
zens of the United States as may have just and 
honest claims against the Government of Mexico. 

Now, sir, as I understand—and that is the 
foundation of this bill—there were some persons 


| who had claims against Mexico, who did not pre- 


| sent them to the original commission. 


One of 
these is a claim now held by the heirs of General 
Robinson, which has keen before the Committee 
on Claims, and has been investigated and decided 


| upon unanimously by that committee, on more 


|| there was no person to represent them. 


morning hour, is now before the Senate as in | 


than one occasion, to be a just claim against the 
Government of Me xieco, which ought to be paid. 
That amounts to fourteen, or fifteen, or sixteen 
thousand dollars; but it was not presented to the 
original commission for the reason that the heirs- 
at-law in the case were minors, probably, and 
It was 
not presented, and therefore has never been ad- 
judicated by the original board of commissioners, 
or any other commissioners, There is another 


| claim, as the committee understand, of the heirs 


brief statement of this bill, and then let the Senate | 
When it was up for considera- 


in relation to the bill itself, and the claims that | 
he supposes are covere d by it; and the Senator | 
took occasion to say that by the treaty between | 


agreed to pay to Mexico $15, 000, 000 for certain | 


Of that sum, $3,250,000 were set apart by the || 


, have | 


| much it amounts to, 


of Commodore Porter—a pretty large claim; how 
I do not know. Whether it 
is a just claim or not, Ido not know. All [ can 
say 1S, that itis aclaim presented by the repre- 
sentatives of the estate of Commodore Porter; and 
that claim, we understand, was never presented 
to the original board of commissioners. There 
is also the claim, to which the Senator from Lou- 
isiana alluded the otherday, of Atocha. ‘That is 
a claim existing and pressed. Whether it isa 
meritorious claim or not, | do not undertake to 
say, because | know nothing aboutit. The Sen- 
ator is opposed to the raising of this commission, 

because that claim may by possibility be adjudi- 
cated by this board; and he s says that it was be- 

fore the old board originally, and was rejected on 
a question of law. Well, sir, if it was rejected 
on a question of law, it is preeluded by this bill, 
and cannot be brought forward as a claim against 
this fund. This bill provides that only such 
claims shall be adjudicated by this board as were 
not presented to the board forme rly established; 

or if presented, were not decided on their merits. 
Now, sir, there may be merits of law as well as 
merits of facet; and if this claim of Atocha was 
overruled by the former board on the ground that 
it was illegal; that it was improper; the had 
no foundation in law; that it was not embraced 
within the terms of the treaty—then, as a matter 

of course, that is an adjudication which-will 7 
in bar of any consideration by this board, 
that it will do no harm whatever so far as 


hat 
claim is concerned. 


If, on the other hand, that 
or any other claim has never been properly adju- 
dicated, either for the want of sufficient proof or 
on any other ground not affecting the merits of 
the claim and the right of the claimant to recover 
from the Government of Mexico, it seems to me 


| nothing more than just and fair that this fund 


and a large amount of claims were adjudicated | 
fund of 


son claims of 


should be thrown open to the payment of it. It 
was the intention of the parties, both the Amer- 
ican and the Mexican Governments, that all the 
American citizens against the 
Republic of. Mexico should be paid out of the 


|| $3,250, 00, if it was sufficient to pay them. 


Now, sir, if there be any just claims, any other 
meritorious claims that have not been paid, cer- 
tainly every principle of fairness and justice would 
re quire that this fund which is in the Treasury 
of the United States, put there by Mexico for the 
express purpose of paying the just claims of our 
citizens, should be appropriated to the payment 
of them. 

I make this brief statement; it is all [ have to 
say about the bill. I trust the amendment will 
not prevail, and that the original bill will pass. 


| Atany rate, I must insist on the Senate making 


la part of the $15,000,000 which this Government || an adjudication of the question, and deciding 
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one way oranother. Ido not want to be annoyed || to make one other slight amendment. That will | great labor, the committee arrived at the concly- 


any more by these’ claims, or these claimants. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President 
Mr. HALE. With the consent of the Senator 
from Maine, as the whole subject is before the 
Senate, | will withdraw the amendment I offered, 
and let the vote be on the bill. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Noaction hav- | 


ing been had on the amendment, it is competent 
for the Senator to withdraw it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It seems to me there are two 
points which suggest themselves to the consider- 
ation of the Senate in this matter. The first one 
is, and goes to the entire merits of the case, is it 
wise, or just, or proper, Lo open this commission 
at all? 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
Mr. HAMLIN. 
create a new one. Lthink the Senate understood 
what I meant, if 1 did not use the most happy lan- 


To create a new one? 


guage in presenting the idea, The first pointis this: | 
whether we will create anew commission? There | 
are in the Treasury alittle more thantwo hundred | 


thousand dollars of the fund whichourGovernment 


originally agreed to pay, under our treaty with | 


Mexico, to American claimants. Now, if there 
are claimants who never submitted their claims to 
the original commission, it presents a case where 
I might very freely and very cheerfuily institute 
a new commission for that purpose. I think there 
is eminent merit in doing that. If they were pre- 
vented from presenting their claims by any cause 
which did not arise from their own neglect, it 
would be but just that those claimants should have 


a right to come in upon any amount of that fund | 


which has not already been expended; and I think 
I would be disposed to institute anew commission 
for that purpose, and that purpose only. 


But the bill as it has been reported to the Sen- 


ate, and as it now stands before the Senate, will 


amount to a revision of all the decisions that | 


were made by the previous commission which 
were not favorable to the claimants; and I do not 
believe that either justor wise. More than that, 
it seems to me that the language of the bill itself 


would justify a new commission in determining | 
upon claims which might have merit that had no | 
I take it the treaty, and || 
the law passed in pursuance of the treaty, did | 


law to support them. 


prescribe precisely what claims were to be paid 
trom the fund. Now, there might have been a 
very great number of claims that had ‘* merit’’— 
I think that is the word—there might have been 
claims that had eminent merit in them, but that 
were yet not included either within the treaty or 
the terms of the law; and what could the com- 
mission do butexclude them on principles of law? 
They had nothing to do with the terms either of 
the treaty or of the law, and the commission 
could not adjudicate upon them. 


The language of this bill covers claims *‘ which | 


were cither not presented to the board’’ form- 


erly appointed, * or were notadjudicated on their | 
and authorizes this new | 


merits by the same,” 
board **to decide thereon according to the pro- 
visions of the said treaty,’’ and to pay the amount 
de: ided favorably. 
of the language of this bill, to say that, if a claim 
has merit in it, although it does not come within 
the terms of the original law, or the treaty on 
which the law was based, this new commission 
must consider it?) It seems so to me. It is the 


fair deduction to be drawn from it; and the com- | 


missioner who may be appointed.in pursuance of 
this bill, should it become a law, would, I say, 
be fairly called upon to adjudicate upon cases that 
had merit in them. Then it would be setting 
everything afloat, and you might go back to the 
formation of this Government, and any man who 
might have a claim that had some original merit, 
und which, perhaps, ought rightfully to have 
been isaindal in some treaty, would present it, 
and demand that the commission adjudicate upon 
such a claim, and pay itto him. It is a perver- 
sion of the spirit of both the treaty and the law 
to divert this fund to such a purpose. 

Having indicated that I am disposed tu rein- 
state a commission for the purpose of adjudicating 
upon honest claims that never have been pre- 
sented, 1 will propose—the Senator from New 
Hampshire having withdrawn his amendment— 


to strike out of this bill the words which I have | 
enclosed in brackets in the printed copy which 1 |) 


send to the desk; and I think it will be necessary 


To revive the old one or | 


Is it not a fair construction | 


confine the commission to the adjudication of | 
+claims that have never been presented; and if 
there are such, Lam disposed to aid them; but | 
not to open this matter again to all the claims that 
have once been decided upon, whether they have 
whatis technically called ** merit’’ or not. Samana 
to strike out in section one, lines sixteen, seven- 
'| teen, and eighteen, the words, *‘ or were not ad- 
|| judicated on their merits by the same, and to 
|| decide thereon according to the provisions of the 
|| said treaty;"’ and also to strike out the word 
‘‘either,’’ in the fourteenth line. 


| 


to the facts as represented by the honorable Sen- 
|| ator from Georgia, I might vote against this 
amendment, and for the bill; but, though I know 
nothing of the individual claims 
| Mr. POLK. Will the Senator from Delaware 
ajlow me toask the Senator from Maine if he will 
rive me the opportunity to presentan amendment 
intended to perfect that clause of the bill which 





|| to pay all those claims, provided they di 
Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, iff could agree || 


| 
| 
| 


| sion of reporting in favor of but two claims that 

| were then presented to us, and none whatever 
other than those that were presented to us; and 
although full notice was given to the world, none 
of the claims now adverted to came before that 
committee. 


|| Now, what is the proposition? The United 


| States made a treaty twelve years ago. Under 


|| that treaty, and by the law which was passed jy 


| pursuance of it, they exonerated Mexico from 
the claims of their own citizens, and they agreed 
‘ew ex- 

ceed a certain amount. All the claimants had 
| notice. They did not choose to come in to the 
| first commission; they did not choose to come jn 
| before a special committee of the Senate, who had 
| power to recommenda second commission, if the 
| circumstances justified it. They slept over their 
| rights, if any they had; and now, at the lapse of 


| twelve years, they come in and ask you to raige 


a new commission—on what ground? On the 


he proposes to strike out by his amendment, || ground that this is a specific sum of money re- 





|| before his amendment is voted upon ? 

that under the rules of the Senate without my 
consent; but if it were otherwise, I would give 
my consent most cheerfully. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri is in order, 
|| being to perfect a clause which it is moved to 
|| strike out. 
|| Mr. POLK. My amendment is in the seven- 
|, teenth line of the first section, to insert ‘* nor upon 
illegal grounds;’’ so as to make it read: 


Which were either not presented to the board of com- 

missioners appointed under the act of the 3d of March, 1849, 

| or were not adjudicated on their merits’ nor upon illegal 
grounds. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the amend- 
ments offered | do not purpose to consider. My 
| objection is to the entire bill. It seems tome that 

it would be a very dangerous precedent indeed, 
if I view the treaty with Mexico rightly—viewing 
it, as Ido, very differently from the honorable 
Senator from Georgia. The $15,000,000 which 
| the United States supulated by that treaty to pay 
to Mexico have all been paid. The clause under 
which any claim ean by any possibility be made 
against this Government, is the fifteenth article 
of the treaty. The thirteenth and fourteenth arti- 
cles recite the fact of existing claims against Mex- 
ico on the part of American citizens, some of 
which had been adjudicated, and some of which 
had not; and the fifteenth article exonerates Mex- 
ico entirely from all those claims by American 
citizens, and agrees (which is a common form of 
| treaty supulation on the part of the United States) 
| to be answerable for all claims of American citi- 
| zens upon that Government arising from that 
exoneration, toan amount notexceeding the sum 
of $3,250,000. ‘The article then goes on to provide 
that a board of commissioners shall be established 





all claims presented to that board which were 
claims of citizens of the United States against 
Mexico. Under the law passed to carry the treaty 
into effect, commissioners were appointed; they 
adjudicated upon all the claims presented to them 
—very unfortunately on some; and by their final 
adjudication, it appeared that all the claims, even 


United States limited as the ultimate sum which 
they would pay in satisfaction of the claims. 

|| Atasubsequent session of Congress complaints 
were made of the fraud connected with the Gar- 
diner claim, and there were also more than sixty 


irregularities in the decisions of the commission- 
ers, and presenting other claims outside of the 
decisions. A special committee was raised in the 
Senate at the first session at which I became a 
member of the body. Of that committee I was 
one. In the investigation which was had by the 
committee, we examined every petition; we gave 


for the purpose of deciding upon the validity of 


with the allowance of the fraudulent claim of 
Gardiner, did not equal the amount which the them what they could not otherwise obtain, and 


maining in the Treasury, which would be the 


Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly, the Senator can do || property of Mexico if the United States did not 


have to pay it to the claimants. I deny that, as 
| any just conclusion from the treaty with Mexico, 
| There is no stipulation to pay a cent to Mexico 
except the $15,000,000. It has been paid. We 
| stipulated to my all our own citizens’ claims pre- 
cisely as we did in the Florida treaty of 18]9. 
| We there agreed, in consideration of the convey- 
/ance by Spain of the Floridas, that we would 
assume all claims of the citizens of the United 
States upon the Government of Spain, and that 
| we would appoint a board for the purpose of their 
| adjudication, and would pay them an amount not 
exceeding $5,000,000. ‘That board sat, and be- 
fore that board the claims were presented. They 
allowed many, and disallowed many; and the 
amount that they did allow was not paid beyond 
ninety-two per cent. of the principal. Mr. 
| Meade’s, among other claims, was ruled out. It 
has been in your halls of Congress, in order to get 
at an adjudication of it by special act of Con- 
| gress, ever since. Have you done it? No. 
| What is the danger of the principle here? 
| Where you have with a foreign nation stipulated 
for and obtained, by means of a benefit derived 
to yourself, the right of the payment of claims of 
your own citizens, and have assumed them, and 
| when you give them all fair notice to come in 
| before a commission regularly appointed, and 
| present those claims, and they refuse to do it, on 
what principle is it that you can afterwards ap- 
point a new commission? If you can do iton 
| the ground of the gross neglect of the parties in 
not having presented their claims, it would be a 
| much stronger ground if there happened to be a 
| difference of opinion on the part of the Senate as 
| to any particular claim, and they thought the 
commission had erred in its decision. In that 
case, there would be a stronger ground for allow- 
ing that claim to come in, because the party there 
| had done all he could do—he had shown dili- 
gence, at least; the others have not; and if there 
| had been an error in the judgment, you would be 








| 

| much more bound to correct it than you would, 

in the case of a negligent party, to give him an 

opportunity to come before a new commission. 
In my judgment, the decision is final. Where 

a Government, acting for its citizens, obtains for 





| gives fair notice to all parties to present, for the 
| purpose of authentication and judicial decision, 
| their claims, and they refuse to present them, 
they are entirely barred. If this money, this 
| balance, belonged to Mexico, I should agree en- 


petitions presented to Congress, complaining of || tirely with the honorable Senator from Georgia, 


that it is not our money, and that we might raise 
| a second commission if the claimants would come 
in, or we should be bound to pay it to Mexico. 
But, sir, read the stipulations of the treaty. 
There is no semblance of such a claim ov the 
part of Mexico there. The United States were 
_ to pay these claims out of their own money, 0U 


|| public notice to the people of the United States || of the general funds in the Treasury. They were 
for all claimants to come in and present any claims || to appoint a commission to ascertain them, an’ 
_ that they had, because one of the questions sub- || they did so. Before that commission, ©¥' } 
| mitted to us was: whether, as there was a resi- || claim presented was heard. Some were re)! - a, 
| duary fund, we would advise the creation of a |! some were admitted; and the amount admitt: . 
| new commission, in order to decide upon existing || did not exhaust, not a separate fund, but “at 
outstanding claims. After reviewing all those || limit which the United States agreed that they 


|| claims, and investigating the Gardiner claim, with |! would pay. Does that give any right to the neg- 
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1860. 
lizent afterwards to come in? Besides, they had 


cial committee of the Senate in 1852-53, 


they would be heard if they came in then; and 
one of the very questions before that committee | 


was whether there had been, in the conduct of 
the commission, such negligence or such dis- 
recard of the rights of American citizens as to 


justify the recommendation of anew commission, || 
‘and the committee decided unanimously against 


that; but they poe in favor of special action 
in two claims. 


at the cost of weeks and months of labor, and I 
am sure | am not wrong as to the facts, and that 
the decision of the committee was,as | mentioned, 
that there was no ground presented to them from 


any source which would either justify or require | 


the United States to establish a new commission. 
That was in 1853. 

Well, sir, is not this a sufficient answer to the 
argument of the honorable Senator from Georgia? 
He assumes the fact that the $3,250,000 was ap- 
sropriated by Mexico out of the $15,000,000 we 
fad agreed to pay her. He is mistaken, I think; 
clearly mistaken. Article thirteen stipulates ex- 

wessly for the payment to the Government of 


Mexico of $15,000,000—3,000,000 in cash and | 


the rest in annual installments. It has been all 
aid. The matter of claims is totally distinct. 
‘he $3,250,000 is a mere limitation. - We had 
exonerated Mexico from all the claims of our cit- 
izens, Which the Government had the power to do; 
and in consideration of that we agreed that if 


those claims were one to a board created | 


under our laws, and adjudicated in favor of the 
claimants, we would pay them to the extent of 
$3,250,000; and yet the claims presented and al- 
lowed did not amount to that sum. How does 
that make the residue belong to Mexico? Sup- 
pose the claims presented had amounted to but 
$1,000,000: is that any reason why you should 
pay subsequent claims which the parties chose 
to neglect to present before the board of commis- 
sioners? Where must this reach? If you do it 


in this case, why should you refuse to do it in | 
the case of the treaty with Spain of 1819? oe 


refuse to do it in the case of the treaty with 
France of 1833? ‘There is scarcely a treaty we 
have negotiated in reference to the payment by 
the United States of claims of their citizens against 
a foreign country in which there is not a limita- 
tion of the amount that we agree to pay; and in 
all those cases, if this precedent be established, 
you will be bound to pay, for there is no special 
fund here any more than there is in any other 
case. In one or two of the other cases, | think, 
the amount did not reach the limit. I think that 
was the case under the treaty with the Two Si- 
cilies. 
kind; and under many of them the amount did 
notreach the limit. Whether it did or not would 
be perfectly immaterial, if you establish the prin- 
ciple that you will readjudicate or rehear them in 
this way. 


full notice for the purpose of the presentation of 
their claims, and have neglected to do it, you set 
the precedent of establishing again a second com- 
mission, why not a third? If at the lapse of 
twelve years, why not at the lapse of twenty, 
when all the facts have been obliterated and there 
is - power on the part of the Government to get 
at them? 


! submit, Mr. President, that there is no ground 


for the passage of this bill to provide for these | 


claims which have hada privilege that, I believe, 
in no other case have claims of this character had 
accorded to them, of an investigation, by a special 
committee, of the entire proceedings of the board 
of commissioners under the treaty with Mexico, 
with full notice published through the country 
that persons might come in and make their com- 
plaints in any respect as regarded the action under 
that treaty, “Yet before that commission no such 
claims were presented as are now mentioned. On 
What ground is it, then, that you are to go still 
further now, and pay out of the Treasury of the 
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can say, for myself, that I ex- | 
amined every petition personally, read them all | 


We have every variety of treaties of that | 


If, after a commission has been ap- | 
pointed under a treaty, and the parties have had | 


nited States money belonging to the American | 


people to those whose claims were nt that day 


either so worthless or so pamenanies by proof | 


} . . . 

that they did not think the evidence sufficient to 
justify them in presenting these claims before 
either a committee of the Senate or board of com- 


| 


} missioners? If I could suppose that this money || 
sublic notice further from the action of the wr || belonged to Mexico, that it was a special fund 
t 


held by the United States which did not belong 
| tous, nor form part of our regular assets, it would 

be a different question. 1 think, however, that 
| if any Senator will examine the treaty, he cannot 
;| but come to the conclusion that the $3,250,000 is 
a mere limitation onthe amount this Government 
bound itself to pay. If the claims did not come 


amount of the adjudication; and if they exceeded 
that amount, it was only to pay to that extent. 


FLORIDA CLAIMS. 


duty of the Chair at this hour to call up the 


| ator from Kentucky [Mr. Powe tt. } 
further announces to the Senate that there 1s an- 


hour, and must first be disposed of, and that is 
|| the bill (S. No. 230) declaratory of the acts for 
| carrying into effect the ninth article of the treaty 
between thé United States and Spain. 

Mr. IVERSON. 
|| with the privilege of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
W ape] to goon with the debate upon the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky to-day; and 


pone that bill, and make it the special order for 
|| the first Wednesday in January; or, perhaps, lL 
| should say the Wednesday after Congress reas- 

sembles subsequent to the Ditdinean the sec- 
ond Wednesday in January. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was made 
the special order for Wednesday the 9th of Jan- 
uary. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


following resolution of Mr. Powe xt, as modified 
by him on the 10th instant: 


| the country, and the grievances between the slaveholding 
and the non-slavehoiding States, be referred to a special 
committee of thirteen members; and that said committee 
be instructed to inquire into the present condition of the 
country, and report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. WADE. 


Mr. President, at a time like 


Senators in this Chamber, where we all raised our 
hands to Heaven, and took a solemn oath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States, that 
we are on the eve of a dissolution of this Union, 





foot—silence under such circumstances seems to 
me akin to treason itself. 





certain what was the particular difficulty under 
which they were laboring. Many of those who 
have supposed themselves aggrieved have spoken; 
but I confess that 1 am now totally unable to un- 
derstand precisely what it is of which they com- 
plain. Why, sir, the party which lately elected 
their President, and are prospectively to come 


under the General Government, nor has any indi- 
vidual of them. 
that the party to which I belong have as yet 
committed no act of which anybody can com- 
plain. Ifthey have fears as to the course that we 
may hereafter pursue, they are mere apprehen- 





unwarrantable-prejudices, and nothing else. 

I wish to ascertain at the outset whether we 
are right; for I tell gentlemen that, if they can 
convince me that I am holding any political prin- 
| ciple that is not warranted by the Constitution 
| under which we live, or that trenches upon their 
| rights, they need not ask me to compromise it. 

I will be ever ready to grant redress, and to right 
, myself whenever | am wrong. No man need 
approach me with a threat that the Government 
under which I live is to be destroyed; because I 
hope I have now, and ever shall have, such a 
| sense of justice that, when any man shows me 
| that I am wrong, | shall be ready to right it with- 
| out price or compromise. 


|| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itbecomes the | 


special order, which is the resolution of the Sen- | 
The Chair | 


other special order which takes precedence at this 


I do not desire to interfere | 


as the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Mattory,] | 
who takes a deep interest in the bill just referred | 
to by the Chair, is not present, I move to post- | 


Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as | 
| relates to the present agitated and distracted condition of 


into power, have never held an executive office | 


It is most manifest, therefore, | 


sions—a bare suspicion; arising, | fear, out of their | 
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Now, sir, what is it of which gentlemen com- 
plain? When I left my home in the West to come 
tothis place, all was con cheerful, and contented. 
I heard of no discontent. I apprehended that 
there was nothing to interrupt the harmonious 
course of our legislation. I did not learn that, 
since we adjourned from this place at the end of 
the last session, there had been any new fact 


|| intervening that should at all disturb the public 
to that amount, it was only bound to pay the | 


mind. Ido not know that there has been any 


|| encroachment upon the rights of any section of 


| the country since that time; [came here, therefore, 


| cation of all the acts they did. 


this, when there seems to be a wild and unrea- | 
soning excitement in many parts of the country, | 
I certainly have very little faith in the efficacy of | 
any argument that may be made; but at the same | 
time, | must say, when I hear it stated by many | 


and that the Constitution is to be trampled under | 


1 have listened to the complaints on the other | 
side patiently, and with an ardent desire tosas- | 


expecting to have a very harmonious session. It 
is very true, sir, that the great Republican party 
which has been organized ever since you repealed 
the Missouri compromise, and who gave you, four 
years ago, full warning that their growing strength 
would probably result as it has resulted, have 
carried the late election; but I did not suppose 
that would disturb the equanimity of this body. 
I did suppose that every man who was observ- 
ant of the signs of the umes might well see that 
things would result precisely as they have re- 
sulted. Nor do I understand now that anything 
growing out of that election is the cause of the 
present excitement that pervades the country. 
Why, Mr. President, this is a most singular 
state of things. Who is it that is complaining? 
They that have been ina minority? They that 
have been the subjects of an oppressive and ag- 
gressive Government? No,sir. Let us suppose 
that when the leaders of the old glorious Revo- 
lution met at Philadelphia eighty-four years ago 
to draw up a bill of indictment against a wicked 
King and his ministers, they had been at a loss 
what they should set forth as the causes of their 
complaint. They had no difficulty in setting 
them forth so that the great article of impeach- 
ment will go down to all posterity asa full justifi- 
But let us sup- 
pose that, instead of its being these old patriots 
who had met there to dissolve their connection 
with the British Government, and to trample 


their flag under foot, it had been the ministers of 


the Crown, the leading members of the British 
Parliament, of the dominant party that had ruled 
Great Britain for thirty years previous: who 
would not have whens fase man of them asa 
traitor? Itwouldbe said: ** Youwhohave had the 
Government in your own hands; you who have 
been the ministers of the Crown, advising every- 
thing that has been done, set up here that you have 


been oppressed and aggrieved by the action of 


that very Government which you have directed 
yourselves.’’ Instead of asublime revolution, the 
uprising of an oppressed people, ready to battle 
against unequal power for their rights, it would 


| have been an act of treason. 


| their rights are stricken down by the action of 


How is it with the leaders of this modern rev- 
olution ? 


Why, sir, they have had more than two thirds 
of the Senate for many years past, and until very 
recently,and have almost that now. You—who 
complain, | ought to say—represent but a little 
more than one fourth of the free people of these 
United States, and yet your counsels prevail, and 
have prevailed all along for atleast ten years past. 
In the Cabinet, in the Senate of the United States, 
in the Supreme Court, in every department of the 
Government, your officers, or those devoted to 
you, have been in the majority, and have dic- 
tated all the policies of this Government. Is it 
not strange, sir, that they who now occupy these 
positions should come Saas and complain that 


the Government? 

3ut what has caused this great excitement that 
undoubtedly prevails in a portion of our coun- 
try? Ifthe newspapers are to be credited, there 
is a reign of terror in all the cities and large towns 
in the southern portion of this community that 
looks very much like the reign of terror in Paris 
during the French revolution. There are acts 
of violence that we read of almost every day, 
wherein the rights of northern men are stricken 
down, where they are sent back with indignities, 
where they are scourged, tarred, feathered, and 
mardered, and no inquiry made as to the caus 
{ do not suppose that the regular Government, in 
times of excitement like these, is really respousi- 
ble for such acts. I know that these outbreaks 
of passion, these terrible excitements that some- 


| times pervade a community, are entirely irre- 


Are they in a position to complain of 
| the action of this Government for years past? 
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pressible by the law ofthe country. I suppose that 
is the case now; because if these outrages against 
northern citizens were really authorized by the 
State authorities there, were they a foreign Gov- 
ernment, everybody knows, if it were the strong- 
est Government on earth, we should declare war 
upon her in one day, 

But what has caused this great excitement ? 
Sir, | will tell you what [ suppose itis. I do 
not (and I say it frankly) so much blame the 
people of the South; because they believe, and 
they are led to believe by all the information that 
ever comes before them, that we, the dominant | 
party to-day, who have just seized upon the reins 
of this Government, are their mortal enemies, 
and stand ready to trample their institutions un- | 
der foot. ‘They have been told so by our ene- 
mies at the North. Their misfortune, or their 
fault, is that they have lent a too casy ear to the 
insinuations of those who are our mortal ene- | 
mies, while they would not hear us. 

Now I wish to inquire, in the first place, hon- 
estly, candidly, and fairly, whether the southern | 
rentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, that | 
complain so much, have any reasonable grounds 
for that complaint—l mean when they are really 
informed as to our position. 

Northern Democrats have sometimes said that 
we had personal liberty bills in some few of the 
States of the North, which somehow trenched 
upon the rights ofthe South under the fugitive bill to 
recapture their runaway slaves; a position that in | 
not more than two orthree cases, so faras I cansee, 
has the slightest foundation in fact; and even of 
those where it is most complained of,if the provis- 
ions of their law are really repugnant to that of the 
United States, they are utterly void, and the courts 
would declare them so the moment you brought 
them up. Thus it is that Lam vind te hear the 
eandor of those gentlemen on the other side, that 
they do not complain of these laws. The Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] himself told us that 
they had never suffered any injury, to his knowl- 
edge and belief, from those bills, and they cared 


nothing about them. The Senator from Virginia || 
||} arepeal of those laws would not be worth one | 


{Mr. Mason] said the same thing; and I believe 
the Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. Brown.}] You 
all, then, have given up this bone of contention, 
this matter of complaint which northern men 
have set forth as a grievance more than any- 
body else. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator indulge me 
ohne moment? 

Mr. WADE. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I know he does not intend to 
misrepresent me or other gentlemen here. What 
I said was,that the repeal of those laws would 
furnish no cause of satisfaction to the southern 
States. Ouropinionsof those laws we gave freely. 


We said the repeal of those laws would give no | 


satisfaction. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I do not intend 
to misrepresentanything. I understood those gen- 
tlemen to suppose that they had not been injured 
by them. I understood the Senator from Virginia 
to believe that they were enacted ina spirit of hos- 
tility to the institutions of the South, and to ob- 
ject to them not because the acts themselves had 
done them any hurt, but because they were really 


astamp of degradation upon southern men, or || 
something like that—I do not quote his words. || 


The other Senators that referred to it probably in- 
tended to be understood in the same way; but they 
did acquit these laws of having done them injury 
to their knowledge or belief. 

I do not believe that these laws were, as the 
Senator supposed, enacted with a view to exas- 
perate the South, or to put them in a position of 
degradation. Why, sir, these laws against kid- 
napping are as old as the common law itself, as 
that Senator well knows. To take a freeman and 
forcibly carry him out of the jurisdiction of the 
State, has ever been, by all civilized countries, ad- 
judged to be a great crime; and in most of them, 
wherever I have understood anything about it, 
they have penal laws to punish such an offense. 
[ believe the State of Virginia has one to-day as 
stringent in all its provisions as almost any other 
of which you complain. 


that there will be found this species of legislation 
upon all your statute-books. 

Here let me say, because the subject occurs to 
tne right here, the Senator from Virginia seemed 
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I have not looked over | 
the gtatute-books of the South; butI do not doubt | 


/ not so much to point out any specific acts that 


northern people had done injurious to your prop- 
| erty, as what he took to be a dishonor and a deg- 
radation. I think I feel as sensitive upon that 
subject as any other man. If I know myself, I 
am the last man that would be the advocate of any 
law or any act that would humiliate or dishonor 
| any section of this country, or any individual in 
it; and, on the other hand, let me tell these gen- 
tlemen Iam exceedingly sensitive upon that same | 
point, whatever they may think aboutit. I would 
rather sustain an injury than an insult or dis- 
honor; and I would be as unwilling to inflict it 
upon others as | would be to submit to it myself. | 
| | never will do either the one or the other if I | 
| know it. 
I have already said that these gentlemen who 
make these complaints have for a long series of | 
years had this Governmentin their own keeping. | 
They belong to the dominant majority. 1 may 
say that these same gentlemen who rise up on this 
| floorand draw their bill of indictment against us, 
have been the leaders of that dominant party for 
many years past. Therefore, if there is anything 
in the legislation of the Federal Government that | 
is not right, you, and not we, are responsible for 





Where he came from? There is no law that re- 
quires that he should be carried there. Sir, if he 
is a free man he may be carried into the market 
slace any where in aslave State; and what chance 
1as he, a poor, ignorant individual, and a stranger. 
of asserting any rights there, even if there were 
no prejudices or partialities against him? That 
would be the mere mockery of justice and nothine 
else, and the Senator well knowsit. Sir, I know 
that from the stringent, summary provisions of 
this bill, free men have been kidnapped and carried 
into captivity and sold into everlasting slavery 

Will any man who has a regard to the sovereign 
rights of the State rise here and complain that 4 
State shall not make a law to protect her own 
people against kidnapping and violent seizures 
from abroad? Of all men, I believe those who 
have made most of these complaints should be the 
last to rise and deny the pewer of a sovereign State 
to protect her own citizens against any Federal 
legislation whatever. ‘These liberty bills, in my 
judgment, have been passed, not with a view of 
degrading the South, but with an honest purpose 
of guarding the rights of their own citizens from 
unlawful seizuresand abductions. I was exceed- 
ingly glad to hear that the Senators on the other 


it; for we never have been invested with the power side had arisen in their places and had said that 
to modify or control the legislation of the country || the repeal of those laws would not relieve the 


for an hour. I know that charges have been 
made and rung in our’ears, and reiterated over 
and over again, that we have been unfaithful in 
the execution of your fugitive bill. 


law is exceedingly odious to any free people. It | 
|| people of the free States, and especially the great 


| deprives us of all the old guarantees of liberty 


that the Anglo-Saxon race everywhere have con- | 


sidered sacred—more sacred than anything else. 
Mr.GREEN. Will the Senator from Ohio 
allow me to say a word? 
Mr. WADE. Certainly. 
Mr. GREEN. Itis simply this: It has been 
| said that the practical operation of the so-called 
liberty bills of the North has not affected any- 
body; but they do act as evidence of a public sen- 
timent adverse to the execution of the Federal law 
to reclaim our slaves under the Constitution; and 


single straw while the sentimentremains. I know 
|| from practical observation that in nine cases out 
of ten you cannot catch a fugitive slave; and I 
| know more than that; you forfeit your life when- 
| ever you make the attempt. 
One word more: when itis said that this fugi- 


| counter to these old guarantees concerning per- 
| sonal liberty, I say that the recovery of fugitives 
| from justice is, under the Constitution and under 
|| the law, just as summary without trial by jury, 
||} and must of necessity be so. Why is not the 
|| same complaint made about forgers, and murder- 
ers, and scoundrels that steal? Not a word of 
|| liberty bills in their behalf; but all for the negro. 
|| [Applause in the galleries. ] 
‘he PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
| inthe chair.) The Chair will feel called upon to 
enforce the order to clear the galleries if any dis- 
| turbance occurs hereafter. 
|| Mr. WADE. Never mind, Mr. President; let 
| them cheer the fugitive slave law if they please. 
I have no objection to it. 

Mr. MASON. Lask the Senator to allow me 
one instant. I wish to say that if this disorder 
again occurs—if this indignity is again offered to 
| the Senate—I shall deem it my duty to insist that 
| the rules of the Senate be enforced, and the gal- 
|| leries cleared. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose we consider that threat 
made for every day during the rest of the session. 
It has been made every day heretofore, and has 

|| never been enforced, and probably never will be. 
| [Laughter] - 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


repeat that he will feel himself bound by the rules | 


| of the Senate to order the galleries to be cleared 
if a disturbance is made, without a motion from 
any member of the Senate, considering that the 
|| Chair is bound to enforce the rules. ‘The Sena- 
| tor from Ohio will proceed. 
Mr. WADE. Mr. President, the gentleman 
says, if I understood him, that these fugitives 


State from whence they came. 


i} 
a 


| 
|| labor. 
| 


Sir, that || bill? 


| tive slave law is obnoxious to the North, andruns | 


might be turned over to the authorities of the 
That would be a 

very poor remedy fora free man in humble circum- 
|| stances who was taken under the provisions of | , 
this bill in a summary way, to be carried—where? || constituents are guilty of all these thin 


case from the difficulues under which they now 


How is it with the execution of your fugitive 
Sir, I have heard it here, I have read it in 
the papers, I have met it everywhere, that the 


Republican party, were unfaithful on this subject, 
and did not properly execute thislaw. It hasbeen 
' said, with such a tone and under such circum- 
| stances here, that, although I was sure that in the 
State from which I come these insinuations had 
no foundation in truth, I could not rise here and 
| repel them in the face of those that say, We will 
| not believe a single word you say. I never did, 
| and I never would, until our enemies, those who 
| have ever opposed us and who have censured us 
upon this subject, had arisen here in their places, 
and at length, with a magnanimity that | com- 
mend, have said that this was not so. My col- 
|| league, with a magnanimity for which I give him 
my thanks, has stood forth here to testify that in 
the State which Lin part represent, the Republi- 
can courts and the Republican juries have fulfilled 
| this repulsive duty with perfect faithfulness. So 
said the Senator from Iilinois, [Mr. Doveras:} 
| and if 1 understood him, so also said the Senator 
| from Indiana, [Mr. Fircu.] Therefore, sir, this 
calumny upon us is removed so far as the state- 
|| ment of our political enemies can make thie aver- 
|} ment good. I know that our courts, when a case 
| is brought before them—I do not care what their 
| politics may be—feel bound to administer the law 
just as they find it; and let me say to gentlemen 
from the South upon the other side, where you 
have lost one slave from the unfaithfulness of our 
legislative or judicial tribunals, we have had ten 
men murdered by your mobs, frequently under 
| circumstances of the most savage character. 
Why, sir, I can hardly take up a paper—and 
I rely, too, upon southern papers—which does 
not give an account of the cruel treatment of some 
man who is traveling for pleasure or for business 
in your quarter; and the lightest thing you do 1s 
to visit him with a vigilance commiittee, and com- 
'| pel him to return: ** We give you so long to make 
| your way out of our coast.”?  * Whatis the accu- 
| sation?”? ** Why, sir, youare from Ohio.”’ They 
| do not even inquire what party he belongs to, or 
what standard he has followed. I say this is the 
|| ease, if | may rely on the statements of your own 
|| papers; and many of these outrages occur under 
| circumstances of cruelty that would disgrace 4 
| savage; and we have no security now in travel- 
ing in nearly one half of the Union, and espe- 
|| cially the guif States of this Confederacy. | care 
| not what a man’s character may be; he may be 
| perfectly innocent of every charge; he may be 4 
| man who never has violated any law under heaven; 
| and yet if he goes down into those States, and it 
| is ascertained that he is from the North, and espe- 
cially if he differs from them in the exercise o 
his political rights, if he has voted for Lincoln !n- 
stead of for somebody else, it is a mortal offense, 
punishable by indignity, by tar and feathers, by 


| stripes, and even by death; and yet you, — 
gs, 
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stand forth and accuse us of being unfaithful to 
the Constitution of the United States! Gentlemen 
had better look at home. 

Gentlemen, it will be very well for us all to 
take a view of all the phases of this controversy 
before we come to such conclusions as seem to 
have been arrived at in some quarters. 1 make , 
t 
J 


ve assertion here that I do not believe, in the 
Listory of the world, there ever was a nauion ora 

ynle where a law repugnant to the general feel- 
ing was ever executed with the same faithfulness 
as has been your most Say ageandatrocious fugitive 
bill in the North. You yourselves can scarcely 
point out any case that has come before any north- 
ern tribunal in which the law has not been en- 
foreed to the very letter. You ought to know 
these facts, and you do know them. You all 
know that when a law is passed any where to bind 
any people, who feel, in conscience, or for any 
other reason, opposed to its execution, it is not 
in human nature to enforce it with the same cer- 
tainty as a law that meets with the approbation 
of the great mass of the citizens. Every rational 
man understands this, and every candid man will 
admit it. Therefore it is that | do not violently 
impeach you for your unfaithfalness in the exe- 
cution of many of your laws. You have in South 
Carolina a law by which you take free citizens of 
Massachusetts or any other maritime State, who 
visit the city of Charleston, and lock them up in 
jail under the penalty, if they cannot pay the jail- | 
fees, of eternal slavery staring them in the face— 
a monstrous law, revolting to the best feelings of 
humanity and violently in conflict with the Con- 
stitution of the United States. I do not say this 
by way of recrimination; for the excitement per- | 
vading the country is now so great that I do not 
wish to add a single coal to the flame; but never- 
theless I wish the whole truth to appear. 

Then, sir, whatisitof which complaint is made? | 
You have had the legislative power of the country 
and you have had the Executive of the country, 
as 1 have said already, You own the Cabinet, 
you own the Senate, and, I may add, you own 
the President of the United States as much as you 
own the servant upon your own plantation. 
{Laughter.] I cannotsee, then, very clearly, why 
it is that southern men can rise here and complain 
of the action of this Government. I have already 
shown that it is perfectly impossible for you now 
to pointoutany actof which the Republican party | 
can possibly be guilty, of which you complain; | 
because at no period yet have they had the power | 
of making any rule or regulation or Jaw that could, 
by possibility, affect you; and, therefore, l under- 
stand that when Senators rise wp here to justify | 
the overthrow of this Government, to break it up, 
to resolve it into its original elements, they do so 
upon the mere suspicion that the Republican party 
may somehow affect their rights or violate the 
Constitution. 

Sir, what doctrines do we hold detrimental to 
you? is the next inquiry that I wish to make. | 
Are we the setters forth of any new doctrines 
under the Consutution of the United States? I 
tell you nay. There is no principle held to-day | 
by this great Republican party that has not had || 
the sanction of your Government in every depart- || 
ment for more than seventy years. You have || 
changed your opinions. Westand where we used 
to stand, Thatis the only difference. Upon the 
slavery question, the only doctrine you can find 
touching it in our platform or our action, the only 
position we occupy in regard to it, is that formerly || 
occupied by the most revered statesmen of this 
nation. Sir, we stand where Washington stood, 
where Jefferson stood, where Madison stood, 
where Monroe stood. We stand where Adams 
and Jackson, and even Polk, stood. That revered | 
Statesman, Henry Clay, of blessed memory, with 
his dying breath asserted the doctrine that we 
hold to-day. Why, then, are we held up before | 
the community as Violators of your rights? You | 
lave come in late in the day to accuse us of har- 
boring these opinions. 

I ask, then, what doctrines do we hold of which 
you can rightfully complain? You have pointed | 
outnone. You do not complain of the execution || 
of the fugitive slave bill; you do not complain of 
the liberty bills; you do not complain that Mr. 
Lincoln is a violent man, who will probably do 
you any injury. The Senator from Georgia told 
Us that he had no apprehens:ons that Mr. Lin- || 
coln, in his administration, would do any act in || 


| Constitution of the United States. 
| hend that he will violate the Constitution when- 


| violation of your rights, or in violation of the 


Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. IVERSON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him when I said that? 

Mr. WADE.. I do not quote the Senator’s 
words, but I believe Ll have them here. 

Mr. LVERSON. The Senator is mistaken. I 
made no such remark. 

Mr. WADE. Then I would thank the Sena- 
tor to repeat what his remark was on that point; 
for l understood him as I have stated. 

Mr. IVERSON. I refer the Senator to the 
record of my speech. 

Mr. WADE. I think it is there. L understood 
the Senator expressly to say what I have stated— 
I will look up the sentence—that he had not any 
apprehension that Mr. Lincoln would do any- 
thing in violation of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States; but the Senator’s grievance, as I un- 
derstood it, was, that a hostile chief magistrate 
might, within the power of the Constitution, so 
administer the Government as to do away with 
slavery in ten years. Thatis what I understood 
him to say. 

Mr. LVERSON. I did say, in substance, that 
the Republican party having the power of the 
Government, without any palpable violation of 
the Constitution, might so operate upon the in- 
sutution of slavery as to affect it, and probably 
extinguish it; but [ did not say that I did not ap- 
prehend from Mr. Lincoln any violation of the 
I do appre- 


ever he can with impunity; wherever he can 
affect the institution of slavery by such violation. 

Mr. WADE. It is of no great consequence 
what the Senator said on that subject. I will only 
say that from Mr. Lincoln’s character and con- 
duct, from his youth up, you have no right to 


| draw any inference that he will tre spass upon the 


rights of any man; and if you harbor any such 
suspicion, it is in consequence of an unwarranted 
prejudice, and nothing else. 

Now, sir, | should like to have the Senators on 


| the other side tell me when ever a Republican has 


violated, or ever proposed to violate, a right of 
theirs. Ihave listened to your arguments here 
. rm ¢ . 

for about a week. They are all in very general 
terms. They ure very loosely drawn indictments, 


| and I do not know where to meet you at all. Is 


there anything in our platform detrimental to 
your rights, unless in modern times you have set 
up a construction of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States differing from ours ?—we following the 


| old beaten track of every department of the Gov- 


ernment for more than seventy years, and you 
switching off, as it were, upon another track, and 
setting up yoursas orthodox—thatisall. [Laugh- 
ter.] You say that we must follow you. We 
choose to follow the old landmarks. ‘That is the 
complaint against us. 


Mr. POWELL. 


The Senator from Ohio will 


| allow me. He seems to assert that we have made 


nospecific chargesagainst any Republican. Why, 
sir, in the very few remarks which I made in the 
running debate a few days ago, I called the Sen- 


| ator’s attention to the act of the present Governoi 


Dennison, of Ohio, who refused to deliver up a 
fugitive from justice from the State of Kentucky 

Db a s ? 
charged with the offense of negro stealing. 1 wish 
to know from the Senator, whether or not he 
justifies or approves of the action of Governor 
Dennison In that case? That is a specific and 

t 

direct charge upon the record. I have the record 
before me. IL have the opinion of the attorney 


| general and Governor of Ohio setting forth dis- 


tinctly that they refused to deliver that fugitive 
from justice, because he was not charged with an 
offense that was a crime under the laws of Ohio, 
or the common law. I wish to know distinctly 


from the Senator whether he justifies his Governor 
in that act? 


Mr. WADE. The Senator has asked me a 
question that is a little difficult: it is a subject on 
which lawyers and judges may differ. It isa 
question that I have investigated a little since it 
was up incidentally before. 1 know that the prac- 
tice of the different States has been variant upon 
it; but Mr. Stanberry, now a citizen of the Sen- 


| ator’s own State, and, I believe, one of the first 


lawyers in it, gave an opinion precisely like that 
of Mr. Dennison, upon which the present attor- 
ney general of Ohio founded his; and he says he 
got itfrom a decision in Kentucky upon the same 
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| lieve that any such precedent exists. 


Lol 


I do not know how that is; I have not 
resorted to all these old records; but I believe, 
from all l know, that he was following the pre- 


subject. 


| cedent set by your own Governors; but whether 


he was or not, there always has been a difficu ty 
upon that subject. | know very well that when 
States have created crimes of acts which are not 
mala in sey when they have passed laws barely 
prohibitory of some act which is not deemed im- 
moral, many of the States have refused to sur- 
render fugitives under such circumstances: and I 
am far from saying that they are not right. How 

ever, it is a question of law about which I leave 
legal gentlemen to their own opinion. Certainly, 
you can draw no inference against the Governor 
of Ohio for following precedents that had been 
set, if Lam rightly informed, by your own Gov 

ernor, and especially when one of the most con 

servative men that I know, now a resident ot 
your own State, and one of the best lawyers, I 
presume, either in that State or Ohio, laid dow: 
the rule as a precedent on which Governor Dei 

nison went. All this is entirely aside from the 
issue; it is a question affecting the return of fugi 
tives from justice, of which I heard no complaint 
until the other day. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator will allow mn: 
to say that Ido not think he has answered my 
question. I wish to know whether the Senator 
justfies and approves the act of his Governor? 
So far as the precedent of the Governor of Ken- 
tucky is concerned, | should be obliged to the 
Senator if he would produce it; but [do not be- 
I wish the 
gentleman to say directly whether or not he ap- 
proves the act of his Governor in this cage. 

Mr. WADE. Ido not care to be catechised 
on a question of law arising incidentally here, 
and the reason is, because I should want to go 


more deeply into the precedents and history of 


that kind of adjudication than Lam now prepared 


for. I certainly cannot condemn the Governor 


of Ohio for acting in accordance with that which 
everybody may well sce might existevery where. 
I would like to answer as a judge would on the 
bench, when inquired of as to what is the law. 
That determines it. [would not be governed by 
any prejudice growing out of the peculiar nature 
of the case; but Il should inquire what is the law. 


lam for administering the law as it is; and if 


anybody can tell me precisely what it is in this 
respect, | am for it without any regard to the 
subject-matter upon which it operates. 

Mr. POWELL. I despair of getting an an- 
swer from the Senator on that subject. I have 
brought a case, and put it distinctly to him, 
and he refuses either to justify or condemn. I 
have brought forward a case in which the Re- 
publican Governor of his own State has put the 
laws and Constitution of his country under his 


| feet, and, in my judgment, as I said the other day, 
| acted in disregard of his oath. The Senator does 


not meet the question. He speaks in eulogy of 


| the Republicans, as having executed the fugitive 


slave law. I would ask that honorable Senator 


if he himself is in favor of the rigid execution of 


the fugitive slave law. It is unnecessary to be 
dealing in this kind of generalities. [ wish to 
know from the honorable Senator himself, as one 
of the leaders of his party, if he stands here to 
proclaim to the Senate and to thecountry that he 
is in favor of executing the fugitive slave law; 
and I wish further to ask the Senator if the Re- 
publican Legislature of the State of Ohio has not 
passed a statute backing up Governor Dennison 
in the decision to which I have referred, and 
whether or not he approves of that legislation? 

Mr. WADE. Me President, I do not know 
that | am a witness in this case, and certainly not 
to answer all the law questions in the world. 
{Laughter.] I have told the Senator all that I 
think I ought to tell him. I am for the execution 
of any law that isalaw; but I am not here argu- 
endo, on the spur of the occasion, to attempt to 
decide what that law is on a disputed question. 
I will never do that. (Mr. Powext rose.] | 
would rather not be interrupted, because nothing 
can come of these questions. I do not ask the 
Senator any questions, and I dé not like to be 
questioned in this way, because it leads me off 
from the train of my argument. 

Mr. POWELL. TheSenator speaks of offenses 
that are mala in se. I ask him whether he regards 
stealing a slave an offense of that kind? 
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Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I do not choose cisely as ] would talk upon the stump on the sub- | harm a hair of your heads anywhere. We hold 


to be catechised on the 


Mr. POWELL. I 





subjects 


presume not. 


ject. I tell you that in that platform we did lay 
it down that we would, if we had the power, pro- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster }; hibit slavery from another inch of free territory 


in the chair.) The Senator from Ohio has the 


floor, unless he chooses to yield it. 

Mr. WADE. 1 think 1 have made all the 
answer to the Senator that I ought to make under 
the circumstances, 

Mr.POWELL. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will say that I have a resolution 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator from Ohio give way? 


Mr. POWELL. 





Does the Sen- 


A resolution passed by the | 


Republican State convention of his State in June | 


Si SE ctneas 


under this Government. 
to-day. 


I stand on that position 
I have argued it probably to half a mil- 


lion people. They stand there, and have commis- | 


sioned and enjoined me to stand there forever; 
and, so help me God, I will. I say to you frankly, 
| gentlemen, that while we hold this doctrine, there 
is no Republican, there is no convention of Re- 
publicans, there is no paper that speaks for them, 


there is no orator that sets forth their doctrines, | 


who ever pretends that they have any right in 
your States to interfere with a peculiar insti- 
tution; but, on the other hand, our authoritative 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- |! platform repudiates the idea that we have any 


ator from Ohio give way to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky ? 

Mr. WADE. 
argument. 

Mr. POWELL. Will the Senator allow me 
to catechise him on that resolution? 

Mr. WADE. No, sir; I will not be catechised 
any further. 

Mr. POWELL. I suppose not. 
sry to the honorable Senator that he should not 
ask for special cases unless he ts willing to be cat- 
echised and face the music on them. 

Mr. WADE I will not be catechised upon 
the Levitical law, or any other law, under these 
circumstances, It is very easy to ask a great 
many questions that a man is not prepared to an- 
swer, especially a lawyer ora judge. Ido not 
think there is any great difficulty involved in the 
questions that the gentleman puts; but they are 


I would rather continue my 


right or any intention ever to invade your pecu- 
liar institution in your own States. 
Now, whatdo youcomplain of? You are going 


to break up this Government; you are going to || 


| 


} 
i 


|, it an 


| 


involve us in war and blood, from a mere suspi- | 


cion that we shall justify that which we stand 
everywhere pledged not to do. Would you be 


|| justified in the eyes of the civilized world in 


I would then | 


j 
} 


taking so monstrous a position, and predicating 
iton a bare, groundless suspicion? 
love slavery. Did you not know that before to- 
day ? before this session commenced? Have you 
not a perfect confidence that the civilized world 
are against you on this subject of loving slavery 
or believing that it is the best institution in the 
| world?) Why, sir, everything remains precisely 
as it was a yearago. No great catastrophe has 
occurred. ‘There 1s no recent occasion to accuse 
us of anything. But all at once, when we mect 


out of place; they are entirely disconnected with || here, a kind of gloom pervades the whole com- 


the course of argument that [am pursuing. 
Mr. POWELL. If the Senator will allow me, 


I will remind him that he called upon Senators | 


on this side of the Chamber to specify. 

Mr. WADE. 1 called upon them to specify 
what they complained of in regard to the fugitive 
slave bill, and the gentleman has got up a case 
where he says the Governor of Ohio refused to 


issue his warrant to deliver up a fugitive from | 


| munity and the Senate Chamber. Gentlemen rise 
and tell us that they are on the eve of breaking 


Government, retire from the Union, and set upa 


hostile Government of their own, and they look || 


We do not | 


| 


up this Government, that seven or eight States | 
are going to break off their connection with the 


to no doctrine that can possibly work you an 
inconvenience. We have been faithful to the 
execution of all the laws in which you have any 
interest, as stands confessed on this floor by your 
own party, and as is known to me without their 
confessions. It is not, then, that Mr. Lincoln ig 
expected to do any overt act by which you may 
be injured; you will not wait for any; but antic- 
ipating that the Government may work an jn- 
jury, yo say you will put an end to it, which 
means simply, that you intend either to rule or 
ruin this Government. That is what your com- 
plaint comes to; nothing else. We do not like 
your institution, you say. Well, we never liked 
better than we do now. You micht ag 
well have dissolved the Union at any other period 
as now, on that account, for we stand in relation 
to it precisely as we have ever stood: that is, re- 
| pudiating it among ourselves as a matter of polic 
and morals, but nevertheless admitting that where 
it is out of our jurisdiction, we have no hold 
upon it, and no designs upon it. 
Then, sir, as there is nothing in the platform 
/on which Mr. Lincoln was elected of which you 
complain, I ask, is there anything in the chatac- 
ter of the President elect of which you ought to 
complain? Has he not lived a blameless life? 


| Did he ever transgress any law? Has he ever com- 
|, mitted any violation of duty of which the most 


scrupulous cancomplain? Why, then, your sus- 
_ picions that he will? [have shown that you have 
_had the Government all the time until, by some 
| misfortune or maladministration, you brought it 


| to the very verge of destruction, and the wisdom 


| of the people had discovered that it was high 
|| time that the scepter should depart from you, and 
| be placed in more competent hands; I say that 
|| this being so, you have no constitutional right to 
complain; especially when we disavow any inten- 
tion so to make use of the victory we have won 





as to injure you at all. 
This brings me, sir, to the question of com- 


imploringly over to us, and say to us ‘* you can || promises. On the first day of this session, a Sen- 
prevent it; we can do nothing to prevent; but it || ator rose in his place and offered a resolution for 


33 


all lies with you.’’? Well, sir, what can we do to 


justice; and then he catechises me as to whether || prevent it? You have not even condescended to 
tell us what you want; but I think I see through |! and to ascertain what can be done to settle this 


I am in favor of the decision or against it, or the | 
> 


legislation founded upon it. 
thing about either, more than I have stated. 


I do not know any- || the speeches that I have heard from gentlemen 


| on the other side. If we would give up the ver- 


Now, Mr. President, I have shown, I think, || dict of the people, and take your platform, I do 


that the dominant majority here have nothing to | 


complain of in the legislation of Congress, or in 


the legislation of any of the States, or in the prac- | 


tice of the people of the North, under the fugitive 


not know but you would be satisfied with it. I 
think the Senator from Texas rather intimated, 
and I think the Senator from Georgia more than 


|| intimated, that if we would take what is exactly 
slave bill, except so far as they say certain State || the Charleston platform on which Mr. Breckin- 


legislation furnishes some evidence of hostility to | 


ridge was placed, and give up that on which we 


their institutions. And here, sir, | begto makean || won our victory, you would grumblingly and 


observation. 


I tell the Senator, and I tell all the || hesitatingly be satisfied. 
Senators, that the Republican party of the north- || 


Mr. IVERSON. 1 would prefer that the Sen- 


| the appointment of a committee to inquire into 
| the evils that exist between the different sections, 


| great difficulty! That is the proposition, sub- 
stantially. I tell the Senator that I know of no 
| difficulty; and as to compromises, I had supposed 
| that we were all agreed that the day of compro- 
mises was at an end. The most solemn com- 

promises we have ever made have been violated 
| without a whereas. Since I have had a seat in 
| this body, one of considerable antiquity, that had 
| stood for more than thirty years, was swept away 
| from your statute-books. When I stood here in 
| the minority arguing against it; when I asked you 

to withhold your hand; when I told you it wasa 











| 


ern States, so far as L know, and of my own State |) ator would look over my remarks before quoting | sacred compromise between the sections, and that 


in particular, hold the same opinions with regard || them so confidently. 
to this peculiar institution of yours that are held || as that. 


by all the civilized nations of the world. Wedo 
not differ from the public sentiment of England, 
of France, of Germany, of Italy, and every other 
civilized nation on God’s earth; and I tell you 


frankly that you never found, and you never will | 
find, a free community that are in love with your | 


CMe Ww institution. The Senator from Texas 


Mr. Wicratr] told us the other day that cotton || 
was king, and that by its influence it would gov- || 
ern all creation. He did not say so in words, but || he called my attention a little while ago. 
that was the substance of his remark: that cotton | 


was king, and that it had its subjects in Europe 
who dared not rebel against it. 
to that Senator, in passing, that it turns out that 
they are very rebellious subjects, and they are 
talking very disrespectfully at present of that 
king that he spoke of. They defy you to exer- 


cise your power over them. They tell you that 


they sympathize in this controversy with what 
you call the black Republicans. Therefore I hope 
that, so far as Europe is concerned at least, we 
shall hear no more of this boast that cotton is 
king; and that he is going to rule all the civilized 


nations of the world, and bring them to his foot- | 


stool. Sir, it will never be done. 
But, sir, | wish to inquire whether the southern 
people are injured by, or have any justright to com- 


Here let me say | 


with any such thing. 
with it. 
Mr. WADE, I did not say that the Senator 
said so; but by construction | gathered that from 
| his speech. I do not know that I was right in it. 
wrong in his construction, : 
Mr. WADE. Well, sir, I have now found 
what the Senator said on the other point to which 


Here 


it is: 


I made no such statement || 
I did not say that I would be satisfied | 
I would not be satisfied | 


Mr. IVERSON. The Senator is altogether 


* Nor do we suppose that there will be any overt acts 


overt acts. I do not propose to wait for them. 


upon the part of Mr. Lincoln. For one, [do not dread these 
Why, sir, 


|| the power of this Federal Government could be so exercised 
|| against the institution of slavery in the southern States, as 


|| that, without an overt act, the institution would not last | 


1] ten years. We know that, sir; andseeing the storm which 


i} 


|| rity before it shall burst upon us and overwhelm us with 
| its fury, when we are not in a situation to defend our- 


|| selves,”? 
That is what the Senator said. 


Mr. IVERSON. Yes; that is what I said. 


| 
| 
j 
i 


Mr. WADE. Well, then, you did not expect || ple upon it. ie 
‘that Mr. Lincoln would commit any overt act || the minority; although we have been genera'') 


when it was removed we should be brought face 
to face with all that sectional bitterness that has 
intervened; when I told you that it was a sacred 
|, compromise which no man should touch with his 
| finger, what was your reply? That it was a mere 
act of Congress—nothing more, nothing less—and 
| that it could be swept away by the same majority 
that passed it. That was true in point of fact, 
and true in point of law; but it showed the weak- 
ness of compromises. Now, sir, I only speak 
for myself; and I say that, in view of the manner 
| in which other compromises have been heretofore 
_ treated, I should hardly think any two of the 
Democratic party would look each other in the 
face and say ‘‘compromise”’ without a smile. 
{Laughter.] A compromise to be brought about 
| by act of Congress, after the experience we have 
had, is absolutely ridiculous. 
But what have we to compromise? Sir, I am 





| is approaching, although it may be seemingly in the dis- || one of those who went forth with zeal to main- 
tance, we are determined to seek our own safety and secu- 


| tain the principles of the great Republican party. 
| In a constitutional way we met, as you met. We 
| nominated our candidates for President and Vice 
| President, and you did the same for yourselves. 
|The issue was made up; and we went to the peo 
Although we have been usually 1 


against the Constitution—that was not it—you || er this time, the justice of our princl- 


|| were not going to wait for that, but were going || ples, an 


plain of, that platform of principles that we put || to proceed on your supposition that probably he 
might; and that is the sense of what | said before. 


out, and on which we have chee a President and 
Vice President. 


[ have no concealments to make, | 


Well, Mr. President, I have disavowed all in- 


and I shall talk to you, my southern friends, pre- || tention on the part of the Republican party to 


the maladministration of the Govern- 
| ment in your hands, convinced the people that ; 
| change ought to be wrought; and after you hat 
‘tried your utmost, and we had tried our utmos', 
| we beat you; and we beat you upon the plainest 
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and most palpable issue that ever was presented | 
to the American people, and one that they under- 
stood the best. ‘There is no mistaking it; and 
now, When we come to the Capitol, I tell you 
that our President and our Vice President must 
be inaugurated, and administer the Government 
as all their predecessors have done. Sir, it would 
be humiliating and dishonorable to us if we were 


to jisten to acompromise by which he who has |, 


the verdict of the people in his pocket, should 
make his way to the presidential chair. When 
it comes to that, you have no Government; an- 
archy intervenes; civil war may follow it; all the 
evils that may come to the human imagination | 


may be consequent upon such a course as that. |! 


The moment the American people cut loose fr6m 
the sheet anchor of free government and liberty— 
that is, whenever it is denied in this Government | 
that a majority fairly given shall rule—the people | 
are unworthy of free government. Sir, I know | 
not what others may do; but I tell you that, with | 


the verdict of the people given in favor of the plat- || 


form upen which our candidates have been elected, | 
so far as | am concerned, I would suffer anything 
to come before | would compromise that away. | 
I regard it as a case where | have no right to ex- | 
tend comity or generosity. A right, an absolute 
right, the most sacred that a free people can ever 
bestow on any man, is their undisguised, fair | 
verdict, that gives him a title to the office that he | 
is chosen to fill; and he is recreant to the princi- 
le of free government who will ask a question 
C oiaal the fact whether a man has the verdict of 
the people, or if he will entertain for a momenta 
proposition in addition to that. It is all I want. 

f we cannot stand there, we cannot stand any- | 
where. Any other principle than that would be 
as fatal to you, my friends, as to us. On any | 
other principle, anarchy must immediately ensue. | 

You say that he comes from a particular section | 
of the country. What ofthat? If he isan hon- 
est man, bound by his constitutional duties, has 
he notas good a right to come from one side as 
the other? Here, gentlemen, we ought to under- 
stand each other’s duties a litde. Lappeal to every 
candid man upon the other side, and I put this 
question: if you had elected your candidate, Mr. 
Breckinridge, although we should have been a | 
good deal disheartened, as everybody is that loses 
his choice in such a matter as this; although it 
would have been an overthrow that we should 
have deplored very much, as we have had occa- 
sion almost alwaysto deplore the result of national 
elections, still do you believe that we would have | 
raised a hand against the Constitution of our coun- 
try because we were fairly beaten in an election? 
Sir, Ido not believe there is a man on the other | 
side who will not do us more credit than to sup- | 
age that if the case were reversed, there would | 
92 any complaint on our side. There never has | 
been any from us under similar circumstances, 
and there would not be now. Sir, I think we have 
patriotism enough to overcome the pride and the 
prejudice of the canvass, and submit gracefully 
to the unmistakable verdict of the people; and as 
1 have shown that you have nothing else to com- 
plain of, I take it that this is your complaint. 
Some of you have said that the election of Mr. 
Lincoln hema hostility to you and your insti- 
tution, Sir, itis the common fate of parties to 
differ, and one does not intend to follow exactly 
the course of policy of the other; but when you 
talk of constitutional rightsand duties, honest men 
will observe them alike, no matter to what party 
they belong. 

I say, then, that so far as I am concerned, | 
will yield to nocompromise. Ido not come here 
begging, either. It would be an indignity to the 
people that I represent if I were to stand here 
parleying as to the rights of the party to which 
1 belong. We have won our right to the Chief 
Magistracy of this nation in the way that you 
have always won your predominance; and if you 
are as willing to do justice to others as to exact 
it from them, you would never raise an inguiry | 
as to a committee for compromises. Here | beg, | 
barely for myself, to say onethingmore. Many || 
of you stand in an attitude hostile to this Govern- || 
ment; that is to say, you occupy an attitude | 
where you threaten that, unless we do so and so, 
you will go out of this Union and destroy the 
Government. 1 say to you, for myself, that, in 
my private capacity, I never yielded to anything 

y way of threat, and in my public capacity | || 


| to say something. 


| you, to secede from the Government at pleasure, 
|| and set up an adverse Government of your own; 
| that one State, or any number of States, have a 


| find no warrant in the Constitution for any doc- || 
| trine like that. In my judgment, it would be sub- 


|} member of it. 


| any, must be under the control of my constitu- 


have no right to yield to any such thing; and | 
therefore | would not entertain a proposition for | 
any compromise; for, in my judgment, this long, 

chronic controversy that has existed between us 

must be met, and met upon the principles of the 

Constitution and laws, and met now. | hope it 

may be adjusted to the satisfaction of all; and I 

know ne other way to adjust it, except that way | 
which is laid down by the Constitution of the | 
United States. Whenever we go astray from | 
that, we are sure to plunge ourselves into difficul- | 
ties. The old Constitution of the United States, 
although commonly and frequently in direct oppo- 
sition to what | could wish, nevertheless, in my 
judgment, is the wisest and best Consutution that 
ever yetorganized a free Government; and by its 
provisions I am willing, and intend, to stand or 
fall. Like the Senator from Mississippi, I ask 
nothing more. I ask no ingrafting uponit. Lask 
nothing to be taken away from it. Under its pro- 
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visions a nation has grown faster than any other || 


in the history of the world ever did before in pros- 
perity, in power, and in all that makes a nation 
great and glorious. It has ministered to the ad- | 
vantages of this people; and now I am unwilling | 
to add or take away anything till | can see much 
clearer than I can now that it wants either any 
addition or lopping off. 
There is one other subject about which I ought 
} On that side of the Chamber, 
you claim the constitutional right, if | understand 


perfect constitutional right to doit. Sir, I can 


versive of all constitutional obligation. If this is | 
so, we really have not now, and never have had, 
a Government; for that certainly is no Govern- 
ment of which a State can do just as it pleases, 
any more than it would be of an individual. How 


will obey the law or not just as he sees fit? It | 
puts you out of the pale of Government, and re- 

duces this Union of ours, of which we have all | 
boasted so much, to a mere conglomeration of 
States, to be held at the will of any capricious 
As to South Carolina, | will say | 
that she is a small State; and probably, if she 





hardly ever find it out, except ‘by the unwonted 
harmony that might prevail in this Chamber. 
{Laughter.] But | think she is unwise. [ would | 
be willing that she should go her own gait, pro- | 


vided we could do it without an example fatal to || 


all government; but standing here in the highest 
council of the nation, my own wishes, if | had 


tional duty. 
I do not see how any man can contend that a | 


| State can go out of this Union at pleasure, though | 


| Ido not propose now to argue that question, be- 


| gation of the best minds of this nation of all par- 


| exception, except Mr. Calhoun, held that the 


| never arise or sprout up again. 

| day in full bloom and glory: a State has a right 
glory 

| to secede. 


| 
| alaw was warranted by the Constitution or not, || 
| 
| 


cause that has been done by men infinitely more | 
able to argue it than lam. When it was raised | 
some thirty years ago, and challenged the investi- 


ties, it received a verdict that I supposed had-put 
itat rest forever. General Jackson, with all the | 
eminent men that surrounded him in his Cabinet, | 
and in the councils of the nation, with hardly any 


doctrine was a delusion, not to be found in the 
Constitution of the United States; and not only 
so, but utterly destructive of all Governments. 
Mr. Calhoun held the contrary. Mr. Webster, 
in his great controversy with Mr. Hayne upon 
that subject, was supposed to have overthrown 
him, even upon nullification, so utterly, that it 
was believed at the time that the doctrine could 
3ut here it is to- 


Mr. Calhoun did not hold so. He 
held that a State had a right to nullify a law of 
Congress that they believed to be unconstitutional. 
He took that distinction between the power of 
a State to nullify a law of Congress and seces- | 
sion. Grounding herself upon the resolutions of | 

798-99, he held that a State, in her sovereign | 
capacity, judging in the last resort as to whether 


must be the sole judge of the infraction of the 


Constitution by the enactment of a law, and also 
of the mode of remedy. 





In that, he hardly had | 


| our wishes. 


| war upon such a State. 
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a second at that period. But when you come to 
the doctrine of secession, he himself says that 
that is not a constitutional remedy. He did not 
treat itas such. Nay, sir, he goes much further 
than the President of the United States has gone 
in his message, in which he deciares that the 
United States has no power to make war upon a 
seceding State. Mr. Calhoun says we undoubt- 
edly have that power. One remedy he calls peace- 
able and constitutional, and the other not. Lbave 
not the book with me; lL intended to have brought 
it, but forgot it; but you will find this doctrine 
laid down tn his famous letter to Governor Ham- 
ilton, taking and working out the distinction be- 
tween peaceable nullification and secession, that 
puts an end to all the relationship between the 
General Gevernment and the State, and enables 
the General Government, if they see fit, to declare 
Therefore | take it that 
a State has no constitutional right to go out of this 
Government. 

I acknowledge, to the fullest extent, the right 
of revolution, if you may call ita right, and the 
destruction of the Government under which we 
‘live, if we are discontented with it, and on its 
ruins to erect another more in accordance with 
I believe nobody at this day denies 
the right; but they that undertake tr, undertake it 
with this hazard: if they are successfui, then all 
is right, and they are heroes; if they are defeated, 


| they are rebels. ‘That is the character of all rev- 


olution: if successful, of course it is well; if un- 
successful, then the Government from which they 


| have rebelled treats them as traitors. 


I do not say this because | apprehend that any 
_— intends to make war upon aseceding State. 
only assert their right from the nature of the 


| act, if they see fit to do so; but | would not ad- 


vise nor counsel it. [I should be very tender of 
the rights of a people, if IL had full power over 
them, who are about to destroy a Government 


|| which they deliberately come to the conclusion 
can aman be said to be governed by law, if he || 


they cannot live under; but Lam persuaded that 
the necessities of our position compel us to take 
amore austere ground, and hold that if a State 
secedes, although we will not make war upon 
her, we cannot recognize her right to be out of 


| the Union, and she is not out until she gains the 


consent of the Union itself; and that the Chief 


\| Magistrate of the nation, be he who he may, 
were sunk by an earthquake to-day, we would || 


will find under the Constitution of the United 
States that it is his sworn duty to execute the law 
in every part and parcel of this Government; that 
he cannot be released from that obligation; for 
there is nothing in*the Constitution of the United 
States that would warrant him in saying that a 
single star has fallen from this galaxy of stars in 
the Confederacy. He is sworn not to know that 
a State has seceded, or pay the least respect to 
their resolutions that claim they have. What 
follows? Not that we would make war upon her, 
but we should have to exercise every Federal 
right over her if we had the power; and the most 
important of these would be the collection of the 
revenues. ‘There are many rights that the F'ed- 


| eral Government exercises over the States for the 


|| carry their mails. 


peculiar benefit of the people there, which, if 
they did not want, they could dispense with. If 
they did not want the mails carried there, the 
President might abolish the offices, and cease to 
They might forego any such 


| duty peculiarly for the benefit of the people. 


They might not elect their officers and send them 
here. Itisa privilege they have; but we cannot 
force them to do it. They have the right under the 
Constitution to be represented upon equal terms 
with any other State; but if they see fit to forego 
that right, and do not claim it, it is not incum- 
bent upon the President to endeavor to force 
them to do an act of that kind. 

But when you come to those duties which im- 
pose obligations upon them, in common with the 
other members ef the Confederacy, he cannot be 


| released from his duty. Therefore, it will be in- 


cumbent on the Chief Magistrate to proceed to 
collect the revenue of ships entering shai ports, 
precisely in the same way and to the same extent 
that he dues now in every other State of the Union. 
We cannot release him from that obligation. 
The Constitution, in thunder tones, demands that 
he shall do it alike in the ports of every State. 
What follows? Why, sir, if he shuts up the 
ports of entry so that a ship cannot discharge her 
cargo there or get papers for another voyage, then 
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ships will cease to trade; or, if he undertakes to || have it so, I still see a glorious future for those 


blockade her, and thus collect it, she has not | 
gained her independence by secession. What 
must she do? If she is contented to live in this 
equivocal state all would be well, perhaps; but 
she could not live there. No people in the world 
could live in that condition, What willthey do? | 
They must take the imitiative and declare war 
upon the United States; and the moment that they | 
levy war force must be met by force; and they 
must, therefore, hew out their independence by 
violence and war. There is no other way under 
the Constitution, that | know of, whereby a Chief 
Magistrate of any politics could be released from 
this duty. If this State, though seceding, should 
declare war against the United States, | do not 
suppose there is a lawyer in this body but what 
would say that the act of levying war is treason 
against the United States. ‘That is where it re- 


eae 


who stand by the old flag of the nation. There 
lie the fair fields of Mexico all before us. 
people there are prejudiced against you. 


They 


fear you intend to overrun and enslave them. | 


| You are a slavery propaganda, and you are filli- 


busters. 
between you and them. 
once released from all obligation to thiS institu- 
tion, in six months they would invite us to take 
a protectorate over them. They owe England a 
large debt, and she has been coaxing and inviting 


| us to take the protectorate of that nation. They 


sults. We might justas well look the matter right || 
in the face. 1] 


The Senator from Texas says—itis notexactly | 
his language—we will force you to an ignomin- 
ious treaty up in Faneuil Hall. Well, sir, you 
may. We know you are brave; we understand 
your prowess; we want no fight with you; but, 
nevertheless, if you drive us to that necessity, we 
must use all the powers of this Government to 
maintain it intact inits integrity. If we are over- | 
thrown, we but share the fate of a thousand other 
Governments that have been subverted. If you 
are the weakest, then you must go to the wall; 
and that is all there isabout it. ‘hatis the con- 
dition in which we stand, provided a State sets 
herself up in opposition to the General Govern- 
ment. 

I say that is the way it seems to me, as a law- 


| 


I see no power in the Constitution to re- || 


yer. 
oats a Senator from this position. Sir, if there | 


secession in the Constitution of the United States 
when we stepped up there to take our oath of 
office, why was there not an exception in that 
oath ? Why did it not run * that we would sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States unless 
our State shall secede before our term was out?’’ 
Sir, there is nosuchimmunity. There isno way 
by which this can be done that I can conceive of, 
except it is standing upon the Constitution of the 





| 


| 


will aid us in it; and I say to the commercial 
men of the North, if you go along with me, and 
adopt this policy, if we must come to this, you 
will be seven-fold indemnified by the trade and 
commerce of that country for what you lose by 
the secession. ‘Talk about eating ice and granite 
in the North! Why, sir, Great Britain now car- 
ries on a commerce with Mexico to the amount 
of nearly a hundred million dollars. How much 
of it do we get? Oaly about eight million. Why 


'so? Because, by our treatment of Mexico, we 


have led them to frar and to hate us; and they 
have been compelled, by our illiberal policy, to 


| place themselves under the shadow of a stronger 





United States, demanding equal justice for all, || 


and vindicating the old flag of the Union. We 
must maintain it, unless we are cloven down by 
superior force. 

ell, sir, it may happen that you can make 
your way out of the Union, and that, by levying 
war upon the Government, you may vindicate 
your right to independence. If you should do | 
so, | have a policy in my mind. Noman would 
regret more than myself that any portion of the 
people of these United States should think them- 
selves impelled, by grievances or anything else, to 
depart out of this Union, and raise a foreign flag 
and a hand against the General Government. If 
there was any just cause on God’s earth that I 
could see that was within my reach, of honorable 
release from any such pretended grievance, they 
should have it; but they set forth none; I can see 
none, It is all a matter of prejudice, superin- 
duced unfortunately, I believe, as I intimated 
before, more because you have listened to the 
enemies of the Republican party and what they 
said of us, while, from your intolerance, you have | 
shut out all light as to what our real principles 
are. We have been called and branded in the 
North and in the South and everywhere else, as 
John Brown men, as men hostile to your institu- 
tions, as meditating an attack upon your institu- 
tions in your own States—a thing thatno Repub- 
lican ever dreamed of or ever thought of, but has 
protested against as often as the question has been 
up; but your people believe it. No doubt they 
believe it because of the terrible excitement and 
reign of terror that prevails there. Nodoubt they 
think so, but it arises from false information, or 
the want of information—that is all. Their pre- 
judices have been appealed to until they have be- 
come uncontrolled and uncontrollable. 

Well, sir, if it shall be so; if that “ glorious 
Union,”’ as we all call it, under which the Gov- 
ernment has so long lived and prospered, is now 
about to come to a final end, as perhaps it may, | 





I have been looking around to see what policy || order to bequeath it to his children. 


nation for their own a 


The Senator from Hlinois [Mr. Doveras] and 
my colleague [Mr. Puen] have said that we Black 


Republicans were advocates of negro equality, and 
that we wanted to build up a black government. 
Sir, it will be one of the most blessed ideas of the 
times, if it shall come to this, that we will make 
inducements for every free black among us to find 
his home in a more congenial climate in Central 
America or in Lower Mexico, and we will be 
divested of every one of them; and then, endowed 


|| with the splendid domain that we shall get, we 
was any other, if there was an absolute right of || 


will adopt a homestead policy, and we will invite 


| the poor, the destitute, industrious white man from 


every clime under heaven, to come in there and 
make his fortune. So, sir, we will build up a 


nation, renovated by this process, of white labor- 
| ing men. You may build yours up on compulsory 


servile labor, and the two will flourish side by 
side; and we shall very soon see whether your 
principles, or that state of “me or ours, isthe 
most prosperous or vigorous. I might say, sir, 
that, divested of this institution, who doubts that 
the provinces of Canada would knock at our doors 


'inaday? Therefore, my friends, we have all the 





elements for building up an empire—a Republic, 
founded on the great principles of the Declaration 
of Independence, that shall be more magnificent, 
more powerful, and more just than this world has 
ever scen at any other period. I donot know that 
I should have a single second for this policy; but 
it is a policy that occurs to me, and it reconciles 


|; mein some measure to the threatened loss or 


secession of these States. 


ut, sir, I am for maintaining the Union of. 


these States, I will sacrifice everything but honor 


| to maintain it. That glorious old flag of ours, by 


any act of mine, shall never cease to wave over 
the integrity of this Union as itis. But if they 


will not have it so, in this new, renovated Gov- | 


ermnent of which I have spoken, the 4th of July, 
with all its glorious memories, will never be re- 
pealed. The old flag of 1776 will be in our hands, 
and shall float over this nation forever; and this 
Capitol, that some gentlemen said would be re- 
served for the southern republic, shall still be 
the Capitol. It was laid out by Washington; it 
was consecrated by him; and the old flag that he 
vindicated in the Revolution shall still float from 
the Capitol. [Applause in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms will take proper measures to preserve 
order in the gallery or clear it. 

Mr. WADE. fly sir, | stand by the Union 
of these States. Washington and his compatriots 
fought for that good old flag. It shall never be 
hauled down, but shall be the glory of the Gov- 
ernment to which I belong, as long as my life 
shall continue. ‘To maintain it, Washington and 
his compatriots fought for liberty and the rights 
of man. And here | will add that my own father, 
although but a humble soldier, fought in the 
same great cause, and went through hardships 
and privations sevenfold worse than death, in 
It is my 


we should adopt; and through that gloom which || inheritance. It was my protector in infancy, and 
has been mentioned on the other side, if you will || the pride and glory of my riper years; and, Mr. 


The | 


That has raised a violent antagonism | 
But, sir, if we were | 
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| President, although it may be assailed by traitors 

|| on every side, by the grace of God, under its 

|| shadow I will die. 

. Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, obtained the 
oor. 

Mr. LATHAM. With the permission of the 
Senator from Tennessee, I move the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator withdraw that 
motion, for an executive session? ; 

Mr. LATHAM. Certainly; I withdraw it for 
that purpose. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MASON. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive bysi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business: 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 17, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Joun Cuampers, of Philadelphia. ~ 

The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved, 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROW. L ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to make the usual order setting apart 
two days for the consideration of territorial busi- 
ness. I prefer that those days should be before 
the holidays, so that if the House adjourn over, 
the Senate can take up and act upon whatever we 
shall pass. I ask the House to set apart Thurs- 
day and Friday of this week. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Before that is done, I would 
suggest that it would be better to determine the 

uestion whether we willor will not adjourn over 

uring the holidays. 

Mr.GROW. Whether we adjourn over or not, 
| this is a proper time to determine what days we 
will devote for territorial business. 

Mr.MAYNARD. Ifwe adjourn for holidays, 
we will probably adjourn over from Thursday, 
which is one of the lave indicated by the gentle- 
| man; but as I dislike to make objection, if no 
other gentleman entertains the same views | do, 
I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HUGHES. What days are proposed to 
be set apart? 

The SPEAKER. Thursday and Friday of this 
| week. 

Mr. HUGHES. I certainly shall object if 
Friday is embraced in the motion, for that is the 
day always devoted to the consideration of pri- 
vate business. If we transact any business on 
Friday, I insist that we shall devote that day to 
_ doing justice to private claimants. 

Mr. GROW. Friday has usually been one of 
|| the days set apart for territorial business. _ 

| Mr. HUGHES. Ifthe gentleman will indicate 
| any other day than Friday, I shall not object. I 


would suggest Wednesday and Thursday. 
Mr. GROW. I have no objection to those 


days. 
r. STEVENS, of Washington. Has the 
Committee on Territories been called for bills in 
reference to the Territories? 

The SPEAKER. That will be the regular 
order of business this morning. : 

Mr. GROW. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House—and to that I suppose there will be 
no objection—to allow the Committee on Terti- 
tories to have the bills they propose to have acted 
upon that day, numbered and printed in the same 
manner as if they had been reported. . 

No objection being made,an order to that eflect 
was entered. 
MAJOR LEWIS TALIAFERO. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move that the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims be discharged 
'| from the further consideration of the petition of 

Major Lewis Taliafero, of Pennsylvania, and 
that the same be referred to the Committee of 
| Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
| before the House a communication from the Sec- 
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retary of the Interior, recommending an appro- 
priaiion to supply a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the suppression of the slave trade for the 
fiscal year ending June 39, 1861, and an appro- 
nriation for the suppression of the slave trade for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1862; which was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CARTER. Leask the unanimous consent 
of the House to set apart some day for the con- 
sideration of business relative to the District of 
Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
New York indicate a day for the judgment of 
the House? 

Mr.CARTER. I will name to-morrow, (Tues- 
day,) as Wednesday and Thursday have been 
set apart for other business. 

Tie SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York proposes that to-morrow be set apart for 
the consideration of business for the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BURNETT. bsuggest to the chairman 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia 
that it would be better to fix a day at a later 

riod; say next Thursday week. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Thursday week is now pro- | 
posed by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BURNETT. That day will be within | 
the holidays. I would suggest next Monday— | 
this day week. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. We shall probably ad- 
journ on Saturday of this week until next Mon- | 
day week; and if the District of Columbia really | 
has any business that needs attention, it will be 
well to give them some day when they can be 
heard. 

Mr. CARTER. Then I will fix upon two 
weeks from Thursday next. 

The question was taken on Mr. Carter’s mo- | 
tion; and it was agreed to. 


CALL OF STATES FOR BILLS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rule, | 


will now call the States and Territories for bills 
and resolutions—first for bills; and as some mem- | 
bers may not remember the rule on this subject, | 
the Clerk will read it. It is rule 130. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 


} 

“130. All the States and Territories shall be called for bills | 
on leave and resolutions on each alternate Monday during 
each session of Congress. and, if necessary to secure the 
object on said days, all resolutions which shall give rise to 
debate shall lie over for discussion, under the rules of the 
House already established ; and the whole of said days shall 
be appropriated to bills on leave and resolutions, until al! the | 
States and Territories are called through. And the Speaker 
shall first call the States and Territories for bills on leave; | 
and all bills so introduced during the first hour after the | 
Journal is read shall be referred, without debate, to their | 
appropriate committees: Provided, however, ‘That a bill so 
introduced and referred shall not be brought back into the 
House upon a motion to reconsider.’ 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of that rule, | 
the Chair will now call the States and Territories | 
for bills, beginning with the State of Maine. 

PROGRESS OF THE USEFUL ARTS. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill to promote 
the progress of the useful arts; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS introduced a bill | 
to establish an additional judicial district in the 
State of New York, and in relation to the courts | 
of the United States in said State; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


CASE OF JUDGE WATROUS. 
Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. 


whether it is in order at this time or not; but I 
desire the unanimous consent of the House to 
make a report from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary in the case ef Judge Watrous. 

Che SPEAKER. It is not in order, except by | 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. Well, I ask the | 
uhanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. Let us hear what his 


report is. 


The SPEAKER. It is in the case of Judge | 





atrous. i| 
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Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to that. || sent had better be given to allow the report to 


Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. 


1 propose to 


| 


have the report printed, and a day assigned for | 


the consideration of the case. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I object to assigning any 
day for its consideration until other orders are 
disposed of. 
Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. 
objection, | withdraw the report. 


Mr. HICKMAN. 


If there isany | 


] hope there will be no ob- 


jection to having a day assigned for the consid- | 


eration of this case. It is very important that 


this report should be made, so that the members | 
of the House may have an opportunity of exam- | 


ining it before they are called upon to act; and | 
think the gentleman from Tennessee should not 
raise this objection. Each member of the House 


must desire to have the printed report before hin, | 


and a day assigned for its consideration, so that 
if an impeachment of Judge Watrous should be 


ordered by this House, it may go to the Senate | 


at the earliest possible day. 
This case has occasioned a great deal of ex- 


pense, and a large consumption of time; and if | 
it is delayed until the close of this session, it may | 


be that time and expense will have been expended 
invain, I trust, therefore, that the objection may 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would ask the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee whether the exami- 
nation had before his committee at this Congress 
has been an ex parte one, or whether the examina- 
tion has been conducted in the presence of the 

arty accused? 

Mr. HICKMAN. The examination was not 
conducted in the presence,of Judge Watrous, 


| and it was ex parte. 


Mr. MAYNARD. It will be recollected that 
in the Thirty-Fourth Congress a similar investi- 
gation of this case was had by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and they reported, I beiieve unanimously, 


a resolution of impeachment, that was not acted | 


upon. In the Thirty-Fifth Congress the case 


| was again brought up and referred to the Judiciary 
| Committee. Judge Watrous appeared before the 


committee, as I understand, by himself and by 
counsel, and a very full and elaborate investiga- 
tion was had of the case. A report was then 
made, four of the committee recommending the 
impeachment of Judge Watrous, four recom- 
mending his discharge, and one—Judge Caskie, 
of Virginia—not acting. A day was assigned for 
a hearing of the case in the House. It was very 
fully and elaborately argued on both sides, and 
more fully considered, probably, than any other 


question that came up before the last Congress, || 
unless it was the Lecompton bill; and after full || 
investigation and discussion, the House, by a |! —s 

My ; “ > °Y * || moment I possibly could after the bill was read 


very decided majority, voted against the impeach- 
ment. It seemsthat the matter has again been 
referred to the Judiciary Committee; an ex parte 


examination has been had, as the chairman of the | 


committee informs us, and we are asked again to 
consider it. I suppose it was purely accidental 
that, in organizing the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of this House, none of the gentlemen on that 
committee who reported in favor of Judge Wat- 
rous were replaced upon it. I refer to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Craice,] the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Ciark,| and the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. ‘Tappan. ] 


| ‘The fourth member of the committee who reported 


I do not know,)| 


! 


in favor of Judge Watrous—Mr. Ready, of Ten- | 


nessee—is no longer a member of the House. I 
am opposed to consuming this session, which is 
short, and which will necessarily be occupied 
with the gravest and most important questions, 








going to the very existence and perpetuity of our 
Union, by setting apart any day for the special | 


examination of this case, which was so fully ex- | 


amined and disposed of in the last Congress. 
Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. If Ihave no 
opportunity of having a day set apart for the 
consideration of the case, | withdraw the report. 
Mr. HOUSTON. What disposition has been 
made of the report? 
The SPEAKER. 
York has withdrawn it. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Was the committee called 
regularly ? 


unanimous consent to make the report, and it 
was given. He now withdraws it. 


Mr. HOUSTON. My impression is that con- 


The gentleman from New | 


| 


| 
The SPEAKER. No, sir; the gentleman asked | 


come in and be printed, because it is, as | under- 
stand, voluminous, and that was one of the dif- 
ficulties that stood in the way of the investigation 
of the case when it was reported by the commit- 
tee of the last Congress. The evidence is very 
voluminous, and it was not examined. There 
were a great many members who never read it 
at all; and they were candid enough to say so, 
and will tell you so now. I think the ends of 


justice will be promoted by allowing the report 


to be made and printed, so that members can ex- 
amine it. If there be no objection to assigning a 
day for its consideration, of course the objection 
will hold good; but Ido thiok the report oucht 
to be brought before the House at the earliest 
practicable moment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It will be recollected, Mr. 
Speaker, that at the close of the first session of 
the last Congress a report was made in this case; 
the report and evidence ordered to be printed; and 
a day set apart for their consideration at an early 
period of the second session. 

A Memeser. I make the pointof order that all 
this debate is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being 
made, the Chair must rule the discussion out of 
order. 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. 


report, 


I withdraw the 


LANDS OF NEW YORK INDIANS. 


Mr. FENTON presented memorials from the 
following tribes of New York Indians, viz: Ca- 
yugas, Oneidas, Tuscaroras, Onondagas, and Sen- 
ecas, praying compensation for lands in Kansas 
under the treaty of January 15, 1838; which were 
severally referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

WILLIAM A. LINN’S ESTATE. 
Mr. HICKMAN. lIask that the Senate bill 


| (No. 518) for the relief of William A. Linn’s 


estate be taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is the bill in order under 
the call? 

TheSPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HICKMAN. My object is merely to have 
the bill referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object to its being taken 
up and referred, unless it is done regularly in 
order. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, 
that the objection comes too late, the bill having 
been read a first and second time. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I objected at the first 


by the Clerk, and as soon as I could understand 
what it was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objec- 
tion comes in time. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask whether this bill is 
not in regard to the subject-matter of mileage ? 

Mr. HICKMAN. No, sir, I believe not. I 
really do not myself understand what the bill is 
about. 


Mr.CRAWFORD. My understanding is that 


| itis a bill touching the matter of mileage.due to 


an ex-member. 
The SPEAKER. The bill seems to be in ref- 
erence to the discharge of certain sureties. 


Mr. HICKMAN. The bill was passed by both 


| Houses at the last session; but, as the President 


| 


did not receive it ti]l the last day of the session, he 
declined to sign it for that reason. 

The bill was read for information. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to satisfy a judg- 
ment rendered by the cireuit court of the county 
of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, at the Oc- 
tober term of 1857, in favor of Thomas C. Rey- 
nolds and against the late William A. Linn, for 


|| defending Linn in a suit brought against him as 


an officer of the United States. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I have no objection to 
that bill being referred. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
COMPROMISE MEASURES. 
Mr. FLORENCE. [ask leave to submit prop- 


ositions with a view to their reference to the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. I simply desire them to 
be read and referred. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the following amendments be proposed to_ 
the Constitution of the United States: The right of prop 
erty in slaves is recognized; and no law shall be passed, and 
pothing sliall be done, to tinpair, obstruct, or prevent, the 
full and free enjoyment and use of such right in any Terri 
tory or other property of the United States. No new State 
shall be admitted into the Union without the consentoftwo 
thirds of all the members of both branches of Congress, and 
the vote shall be taken by yeas and nays, which shall be 
entered on the Journal; and every bill for such purpose 
shall be subject tothe approval or rejection of the President 
of the United States, as in other cases, except that, when 
returned with his objections, it shall require the votes of 
three fourths of al) the members of Congress to pass it 
notwithstanding. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. 
object. 


Mr. FLORENCE. 


If that is not in order, I 


I apprehend that, having | 


{| 


had the consent of the House to offer these propo- | 


Sitions, it is now too late to object. 
ro to the committee of thirty-three. 


They are to 


The SPEAKER. The Chair considers that the 


consent was given merely to have the propositions 
read, 
objects, the objection is in time. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I do object, 

Mr. FLORENCE. Perhaps the gentleman 
from []linois did not hear the resolution read. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes, I did. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, perhaps it is better 
to have it read again, so that the gentleman may 
understand it. [ ask that it be read again. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to it. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I ask leave to present cer- 
tain resolutions, adopted by the citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, in regard to the presént condition of the 
country, with a view to their reference to the 
special committee of thirty-three. 


Mr. SHERMAN. This is a call of States for 
1 object to anything else being || 


bills on leave. 
brought forward. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Very well; I will not in- 


terpose at this stage of the business; but I will | 
seek another opportunity toask for the reference | 


of these resolutions. I understood, however, that 
my resolution was referred. 

The SPEAKER. No; it was merely read for 
information. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I did not ask it to be read 
for informatidn. I merely suggested most respect- 
fully to the Chair that the objection of the gen- 
dleman from Illinois was not in time. I expressly 
stated that I desired it to be read with a view to 
its reference to the committee of thirty-three; and 
it was so read. | now submit to the Chair that, 
having fulfilled these functions,so far as the read- 
ing is concerned, the resolution goes to the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. I think it should be there, 
and fj also think that it should receive the con- 
currence of a majority of the committec. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, it 
cannot be received. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I shall take occasion, 
with the permission of the Chair, to ask its refer- 
ence at another time. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hopes that another 
opportunity will be offered to the gentleman. 


LOUISIANA LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill authorizing | 


floats to issue in satisfaction of claims against the 


United States for lands sold by them within the | 


Las Ormigas and Lackawan grants, in the State of 
Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


RIGHTS OF CITIZENS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, introduced a bill 
more effectually to protect the rights of citizens of 
the United States. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let the bill be read for 
information. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I move its refer- 
ence to the special committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask that it be first read 
for information. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the object be to 
make this thing uniform, I am satisfied; for I have 
resolutions on the same subject which 1 wish to 
offer. 

The bill was yead. It provides that any State 
court or judge thereof, or officer, citizen, or in- 
habitants of any of the United States or Territo- 
ries, or any person whatever, who shall hereafter 
enforce, or attempt to enforce, any law passed by 











If, therefore, the gentleman from Illinois |) 
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any of the States or Territories of the United 
States making it a penal offense for any of the 
citizens of such State or Territory to assist in the | 
capture and rendition of any fugitive slave, shall | 
for every such offense be subject to and suffer the 
same penalties prescribed by the seventh section | 
of the act approved 18th September, 1850, to | 
amend and supplemental to the act entitled “ An 
act respecting fugitives from justice and persons | 
escaping from the service of their masters,”’ ap- 
proved 12th February, 1793. 

The second section provides that, ifany county, 
city, or town, within the jurisdictional limits of 
which any of the provisions of the first section 
of this act, or the provisions of the aforesaid act 
approved 18th September, 1850, shall hereafter be 
violated, by reason of which any master or owner 
of a slave shall be in any wise injured thereby, 
such county, city, or town, shall pay to the master 
or owner of such slave double the amount of dam- 
ages sustained by such master or owner of such 
slave, to be recovered by action in any of the State 
or Federal courts in the United States. 

The third section enacts that any person or 


| persons whatever, who shall violate that part of 


the second section of the fourth article of the Fed- 
eral Constitution giving to citizens of each State 
all the privileges and immunities of citizens of the 
several States, or who shall be found guilty of 
inflicting summary punishment upon any citizen 
of the United States without due process of law, 


shall, in like manner, be liable to double dam- 
| ages; and the county, city, or town, within which 


the same shall be perpetrated, shall in like manner 
be liable to the penalty of double damages; pro- 


| vided the same be not necessary to prevent, sup- 


press, or repel invasions or insurrections. 
The bill was referred to the select committee 
of thirty-three. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 


| amined and found truly enrolled an act to author- 


ize the issuing of Treasury notes and for other 
purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 


JUDICIAL EXPENSES IN INDIANA. 


Mr. PORTER introduced a bill appropriating 
money to the State of Indiana for apartments 
furnished by said State for the use of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for said 
State, from 1838 to 1858, inclusive; and for fuel 
and lights furnished to said courts; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 


| Committee on the Judiciary. 


MARIA W. KINDER. 
Mr. PORTER also introduced a bill for the 


| relief of Maria W. Kinder; which was read a 


first and second time, and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 





| 


ILLINOIS LAND TITLES. 


Mr. LOVEJOY introduced a bill to ascertain 
and adjust the titles to certain lands in the State 
of Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

GABRIEL J. JOHNSTON. 

Mr. NOELL introduced a bill for the relief of 

Gabriel J. Johnston; which was read a first and 


| second time, and referred to the Committee on 


Private Land Claims. 
ARSENAL AT ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. BARRET introduced a bill to remove the 
United States arsenal from the city of St. Louis, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

PONY EXPRESS MAIL. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill authorizing and 
directing the Postmaster General to contract with 
the Pony Express ey for the transporta- 
tion of Government mail matter; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


MILITARY POST IN MINNESOTA. 
Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill making ap- 


propriations for the construction of a military 
post on or near the Red River of the North, be- 





December 17, 





| . 
tween the forty-seventh and forty-ninth degrees 


| of north latitude; which was read a first and 
| second time, and refe': d to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 


1| HOMESTEAD BILL. 
|| Mr. ALDRICH also introduced a bill to secure 


homesteads to actual settlers on the public lands: 
‘ . *4 
which was read a first and second time, and re. 

| ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. STOUT introduced a bill for the removal 


of obstructions to navigation in the Missouri and 
Columbia rivers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


OREGON INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 
Mr. STOUT. As I am on the special com- 


mittee of thirty-three now in session, and shall 
not be in the Hall when my State will be called 
for resolutions, I ask the consent of the Houso 
to enable me to introduce a resolution, to which 
there will be no objection, simply for the purpose 
| of having it referred to the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs. 

The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 

tesolved, That the Seerctary of War and Seerctary of 
the Interior be requested to report to Congress all inforina 
tion in their possession in rclation to depredations con 
mitted by the Indians in the State of Oregon and the Te: 
rity of Washington during the present year, and especialiy 
in relation to the late massacre of emigrants by the Snake 
River Indians; also, the relation now existing between this 
Government and said Snake River Indians. 

Mr..CRAWFORD. I suppose there is no ne- 
cessity for the reference of that resolution. It js 
merely a call for information. I would suggest 
that the gentleman add a provision that no addi 
tional force shall be employed by the Department 
in furnishing the information, and then that the 
resolution be adopted. 

Mr. STOUT. I should be very willing to in- 
sert the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Georgia; but having received the courtesy of 
the House to introduce the resolution for refer- 
ence, I dislike to ask a further indulgence for its 

assage. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope the resolution will 
be modified as I have suggested, and passed. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
accordingly modified, and adopted. 


PUGET SOUND DEFENSES. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, introduced a 
bill for the defense of Puget sound and the ev- 
trance of the Columbia river; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


WASHINGTON MILITARY ROADS. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, also intro- 
duced a bill for the construction of a military road 
in the Territory of Washington; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, also intro- 
duced a bill for the completion of military roads 
in the Territory of Washington; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 





WASHINGTON PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, also intro- 


duced a bill for the completion of public buildings 
in the Tecritory of Washington; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 


KANSAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. PARROTT introduced a bill making ap- 
propriations for the public buildings in the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 00 
Territories. 


EXTINCTION OF CHEROKEE TITLE. 


Mr. PARROTT also, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was read, 

| considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the extinction of the title of the Cherokee Indians © 
the tract of country known as the neutral lands lying !" 
the Territory of Kansas. 
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———— 


GEORGE FISHER. 
Mr. EDWARDS. I ask the consent of the 
House to submit a resolution merely for the pur- 


io of reference. 
The resolution was read for information, as 
WSs: 
resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 


. < ted to inquire into the expediency of rescinding a res- 
‘ution relating to the claim of George Fisher, late of Flor- 
deceased, passed at the first session of the present 
Congress, approved June 1, 1860. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
olution may be again read. 
understood. 
: ™ 
Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman from Flor- 
ida (Mr. Hawkins] is not in his seat. I do not 
know the character of the claim which was passed 
upon at the first session of the present Congress. 
1 ask the gentleman from New Hampshire to 


postpone the introduction of the resolution until | 


some day when the gentleman from Florida will 
be in his seat, 
Mr. EDWARDS. 


the request were it notimportant that there should 


be immediate progress made in this measure, if | 


any progress is to be made atall. If the gentle- 


man from Florida were present, I do not think || 


that he would object to or oppose the adoption of 
my resolution. It is a resolution merely of in- 
quiry; nothing beyond that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I merely make the sug- 
gestion to the gentleman who offered the resolu 
tion, and he can accept it or not, as he pleases. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I hope the resolution will 
be adopted. It ought at once to be before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The resolution was adopted. 


UNITED STATES ARMORIES. 
Mr. DELANO offered the following resolution; 


which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolred, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 


structed to inquire whether the United States armories at | 


Springfield and Harper’s Ferry are now worked, or inacon- 
dition to be worked, up to their full capacity in the fabri- 
cation ofarms; and whether any plans, estimates, or recom- 
mendations, looking to the more efficient operation of those 
establishments, or either of them, have been submitted to 
the War Department; and to report the result of their in- 
quiry at any time. 


UNITED STATES ARMS—-WIIERE DEPOSITED. 
Mr. DELANO. 


ion: 


I offer the following resolu- 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to fur- 


nish to this House statements showing how many stand of 
arms of the latest standard model, manufactured at the na- 
ial armories, are now in the immediate custody of the 
‘ited States, and where deposited; also, how many of 
y interior mode} are in the like custody, and where de 






} 


since the Ist of January, 1860, and under what authority. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Before that resolution is 
received, | ask that it be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Are the resolutions under 
this call offered for adoption? 


The SPEAKER. They are; but if there is 


debate on this resolution, it must lie over under | 


the rule. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
more about this resolution than I know at pres- 
ent,and I think it had better lie over for the 
present. 

Mr. DELANO. 
tion, obviate the gentleman’s objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The member from Mas- 
Sachusetts calls upon the Secretary of War to 
give him the authority under which he has pro- 
ceeded, if he has proceeded at all, to dispose of 
any of the arms of the United States. He asks 
to be informed what numbers of arms have been 
distributed to certain localities from the Spring- 
held and Harper’s Ferry armories during the pres- 
ent year; and he also asks to be informed of the 
character of those arms. Now, as to the author- 
ity by which the Secretary of War may have 
“one this thing, the gentleman ought himself to 
be informed; and therefore 1 must object to the 
resolution being taken up for consideration at this 
at 1 want to have an opportunity of looking 
nto it. 

Mr. DELANO. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended in order that I may introduce the resolu- 
ton. Iffam allowed a word of explanation, I 
can obviate the gentleman’s objection. 
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josited; also, how many arms of the manufacture of the | 
United States armories, and of what model, have been fur- | 
nished to either of the States, or otherwise disposed of, 


I desire to understand | 


I can, in a word of explana- 


I ask that the res- | 


I do not think it is | le 
|| true intent and meaning of the Constitution of the United 
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The SPEAKER. It is not in order to move to 
suspend the rules, the hour set apart for this call 
not yet having expired. 

Mr. DELANO. I withdraw the resolution for 
the present. 

THE UNION, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE offered the following 
preamble and resolutions; which were read, con- 
sidered, and referred to the select committee of 
thirty-three: 

Whereas a conflict of opinion, dangerous to the peace 
and permanence of the Union, has arisen concerning the 


States in relation to Atrican slavery within the Territories 
of the United States; and whereas the opinion of the ma- 
jority of the court pronounced inthe Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the Dred Scott case, determines that the 


| citizens of the United States have an equal right to take 
| with them into the Territories of the United States any 


I would accede at once to | 


article of property which the Constitution of the United 
States recognizes as property, and that said Constitution 
recognizes slaves as property; and further, that the right 


} neither of persons nor of property can be destroyed or im- 


paired by either congressional or territorial legislation ; and 
whereas such determination, while it has been accepted by 
some as a judicial exposition of the Constitution aforesaid 
by the supreme judicial tribunal, has by others been re- 
jected as destitute of the force of a judicial precedent ; yet, 
in view of the probability that such opinion will hereafter 
become the reason of decisions of a similar character by 
the same tribunal, and in the hope of averting the immeas 
urable calamities which national dissolution threatens: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the opinion of the majority of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, delivered by Chief Jus- 
tice ‘Taney, in the Dred Scott case, should be received as 


| the settlement of the questions, under the Constitution of 








the United States, therein discussed and decided. 
Resolved further, (two thirds of both Houses concurring,) 


| That the following articles be proposed as an amendment 


\| resolution. 


to the Constitution of the United States, which, when rat- | 


ified by conventions in three fourths of the several States, 
shall be valid as part of such Constitution, namely: Con- 
gress may establish governments for the Territories of the 


United States ; but any ‘Territory having a population equal | 
to the constituency of one ember of Congress, and hav- | 
ing adopted, by a vote of the citizens of the United States | 


resident therein, a constitution republican in form, may be 
admitted by Congress into this Union as a State ; and nei- 
ther Congress nor the people of a Territory, during the 
territorial condition, shall, by legislation or otherwise, an 


; nul or impair the rights of property recognized by the laws 
| of any of the States. 


METROPOLITAN POSTAL DISTRICT. 
Mr.SICKLES offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a metropolitan postal district for the delivery 
of letters and newspapers, daily or oftener, within a limit 


| of twelve miles around the City Hall, in the city of New 
| York; and that said committee be authorized to report by 


bill or otherwise. 
THE UNION—AGAIN. 
Mr. SICKLES offered the following preamble 


and resolutions; which were read, considered, and 


referred to the select committee of thirty-three: 
Whereas it is represented that one or more of the States 
have declared, through their executive and legislative au 
thorities, the desire of such States to reconsider and annul 
their ratification of the Constitution establishing the Gov 
ernment of the United States; and whereas conflicting 
opinions prevail as to the right of any State to secede from 


the Union; and whereas it is expedient to prescribe the || 


mode in which a State may resume its sovereignty with the 
consent of the other States, thereby removing all occasion 


for the employment of forcible means, of constraint, or re- | 
sistance, and, at the same time, providing additional guar- | 


antees against injustice by ordaining an effectual, prompt, 
and peaceful remedy for grievances: 


Be it therefore resolved, Thatthe Congress propose to the | 
several States the following amendment to the Constitu- | 


tion: 


Art. 8. Whenever a convention of delegates, chosen in | 
any State by the people thereof, under the recommendation | 


of its Legislature, shall rescind and annul its ratification of 


this Constitution, the President shall nominate, and by and | 
with the advice and consent of the Senate shall appoint, | 


commissioners, not exceeding three, to confer with the | 


duly appointed agents of such State, and agree upon the 
disposition of the public property and territory belonging 
to the United States lying within such State, and upon the 
proportion of the public debt to be assumed and paid by 


such State ; and if the President shall approve the settle- | 
ment agreed upon by the commissioners, he shall there- | 


upon transmit the same to the Senate, and upon the ratifi 


cation thereof by two thirds of the Senators , resent, he shall || 


forthwith issue his prociamation declaring the assent of the 


United States to the withdrawal of such State from the | 


Union. 


Mr. ADRAIN. I offer the following preamble 


| and resolution, and move that they be adopted: 
Whereas the Constitution of the United States is the | 


supreme law of the land, and its ready and faithful observ- 


ance the duty of all good and law-abiding citizens: There- | 


fore, 
Resolved, That we deprecate the spirit of disobedience 


| to that Constitution wherever manifested, and that we 


i 


earnestly recommend the repeal of all statutes enacted by 











State Legislatures conflicting with, and in violation of, 
that sacred instrument and the laws of Congress made in 
pursuance thereof, 

Mr.BURNETT. I demand the yeas ant nays 
upon the adoption of that resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I believe, sir, the 
morning hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. It has not expired, 

Mr. ADRALN. I hope we shall vote upon the 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
ment to offer to that resolution. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 1 have the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. I respectfully submit that 
the gentleman from New York was upon the 
floor long before the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 
[Mr. ErneripGe,] and addressed the Speaker, 
and that the Speaker, though he may have for- 
gotten it, recognized him. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the previous question long ago. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 

floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
gentleman from [llinois, and will recognize him 
now if he says he demanded the previous ques- 
tion before the gentleman from New York took 
the floor to offer an amendment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I think, upon re- 
flection, that it will be admitted by every one that 
IL had the floor. I proposed, as an amendment 
to the resolution, that the personal liberty bills 
and all such resolutions of States wherever passed 
shall be repealed by the States. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The resolution as it stands 
covers that and everything else. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I introduced the resolution, 
and it covers personal liberty bills, and was in- 
tended to reach them. The resolution uses the 
language, ‘‘ all statutes enacted by State Legis- 
latures.’? Ihave no objection to accepting the 
modification suggested by the gentleman from 
New York; and I do accept his amendment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The mover of the 
resolution accepts the amendment, and I call the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Let us have no confusion. 
The demand for the previous question is upon 


I have an amend- 


I demanded 


I was upon tlie 


| the original resolution. 


Mr. HINDMAN. Was not the amendment 
accepted by the mover? 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from New 
Jersey accept the modification ? 

Mr. ADRAIN. L hope gentlemen will retain 
their seats a moment until [ say a word. 

a STANTON. The question is not debat- 
able. 


Mr. ADRAIN. [accepted the amendment, and 


| I call the previous question upon the resolution 


as modified. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from New 
Jersey has a right to modify his resolution, and 
he has done so. 

Mr. ADRAIN. 
tion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
tion read as modified. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Irise to a question of order. 


I have accepted the modifica- 


I want the resolu- 


| I understand thatthe gentleman from Illinois {Mr. 


Wasusurne] demanded the previous question 
before the resolution was modified; and after the 
previous question has been demanded the gentle- 
man from New Jersey cannot modify his resolu- 
tion. It must be suomitted to the House as it was 
originally offered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
states to the Chair that he demanded the previous 
question. Lask the gentleman from Illinois if that 
was before the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cocurane] proposed to amend the resolution ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I think it 
was about the same time. 

The SPEAKER. Under that statement, the 
Chair decides that the resolution was modified in 


| time; and the pending question is the demand for 


the previous question. 
r. SHERMAN. I wish to offer another 
modification. If the gentleman will include, not 


only personal liberty bills, but all other nullify- 
ing laws, I shall have no objection; otherwise, I 
shall move to lay the resolution on the table. 
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Mr. JOHN COCHRAN iE. Let the oneal 
ment stand as it ts. 

Mr. ADRAILN. Lhopethere will be no objection 
to the resolution as itis. If we are to preserve 
this Union, there must be a a spirit of conciliation 
exhibited onallsides. What objection can there 
be now to that resolution as amended by the 
gr ntleman from New York? The resolution de- 
clares that all laws enacted by State Legislatures, 

versonal liberty bills and all, should be repeale d 


“af the y conflict with the ¢ ‘onstitution of the United 


States and the laws of Congress made in pursu- 
ance thereof. Does the Republican party object 
to such a resolution as that? If they do, this 
Union, in my humble judgment, is at an end. 
[Cries of * Read the resolution! 

Mr. BURNETT. Before that is done,I desire 
to know whether the previous question has been 
ealled ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. L rise to a question of order. 
The previous question was called upon the ori- 
ginal resolution; it never has been demanded upon 
the resolution as amended. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
mistaken. 

Mr. ADRAIN, I demanded the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution as modified, 

The SPEAKER. 
theman from Illinois is mistaken. 
for the previous question, however, has not yet 
been seconded. 

‘The resolution, as modified, was then read, as 
follows: 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States is the 
supreme law of the land, and its ready and faithful observ- 
anee the duty of all good and law-abiding citizens: There- 

ore, 
Re solved, That we deprecate the spirit of disobedience to 
that Constitution wherever manifested, and that we earn- 


The gentleman is | 


The Chair thinks the gen- | 
The demand | 


estly recommend a repeal of all statutes, including personal | 


liberty bills, s6 called, enacted by State Legislatures, con- 
flicting with, or in violation of, that sacred instrume htand 
the laws of Congress made in pursuance thereof, 


Mr. GROW. lI risetoa pointof order. I de- 
sire to know if this resolution was introduced 
within the hour fixed for calling States? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. GROW. 
out debate, under the rule. 

Mr. BURNETT. The resolution was received 
by unanimous consent. 

“The SPEAKER. The rule will be read on 
that point. 

The 130th rule was read, as follows: 

* All the States and Territories shall be called for bills 
on leave and resolutions on each alternate Monday during 
each session of Congress; and, if necessary to secure the 
object on said days, all resolutions which shall give rise 


to debate shall lie over for discussion, under the rules of 


the House already established ; and the whole of said days 
shall be appropriated to bills on leave and resolutions, until 
ali the States and Territories are called through.”’ 


Mr. GROW. [rise toa point of order. Un- 


der that rule, this resolution must be referred. If 


Then it must be referred with- | 


the gentleman who offered it will leave out the | 
specification, or will put in a specification of all 


the laws conflicting with the Constitution, I will 
not object to the resolution. Ido object to speci- 


fying a part of the laws referred .to, and leaving | 


out a specification of the others. 

The SPEAKER. 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icall for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question. I wish simply 
to add two or three words to the resolution, and 
then, I believe, it would be voted for unanimously. 

Mr. BRANCH. The previous question has 
not been seconded yet. 

TheSPEAKER. There can be no demand for 


The question is on second- 


| been present, I should have voted against order- || 


the yeas and nays on the second for the previous | 


question. They may be demanded on ordering 
the main question. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is what I desire. 
Mr. GROW. 
of order which I made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules it. 
Mr. ADRAIN. That is right, Mr. Speaker. 
Now, I hope we shall have a vote upon my reso- 
lution. The yeas and nays have be en ordered 

upon it; and I call for the vote. 

Mr. WELLS. I call for a division of the res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done after the 
main question is ordered. 

The previous question was then seconded. 


What has become of the point | 


| from Ohio, {Mr. 


THE CON YGRESS ONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. SHERM AN. I now demand the yeas and | | 


nays on ordering the main question. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. | 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 106, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Avery, Barr, 
Jarret, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Branch, Briggs, Brown, 
turnett, Horace F. Clark, John b. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, 
John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Craw- 


ford, Curry, John G. Davis,De Jarnette, Delano, Edmund- | 


son, English, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gar- 
trell, Gilmer, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 
John T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Hindman, Holman, Houston, 
William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Fran- 
cis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Landrum, 


Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Longnecker, | 


Maclay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, 
Maynard, McClernand, McKenty, McKnignt, MePherson, 
Millward, Montgomery, Laban ‘IT’. Moore, Moorhead, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Nixon, Pen- 
dleton, Peyton, Porter, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, John H. 
Reynolds, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Scott, Scran- 
ton, Sickles, Simms, William Smith,William N.H. Smith, 
Stallworth, Stevenson, Stokes, Thayer, Thomas, Vance, 
Verree, Webster, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Biake, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, 
Case, Colfax, Conkling, Duell, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Gooch, Graham, Grow, 
Hutchins, Irvine, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Love- 
joy, McKean, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Potter, Pottle, 
Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaniding, Spinner, Stanton, 
William Stewart, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C.Washburn, Ellibu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Wells—S5. 


So the main question was ordered. 
During the roll-call, 
Mr. BARKSDALE (when his name wascalled) 


said: Mr. Speaker, the people of Mississippi have || 
taken the questions referred to in this resolution | 


into their own hands, and will make their own 
decision upon them. So far as I am concerned, 
sir, | have no proposition for a compromise to 
make and none to receive; and hence I have no 
suggestions to offer to the North with reference 
to their personal liberty bills. 1 decline to vote. 
Mr. SINGLETON (when his name was called) 


said: For the reasons assigned by my colleague, 


and i inasmuch as I do not feel inclined to volun- 


teer advice to the northern States as to what 
course they should take in regard to their so-called 
personal liberty bills, Knowing that they will not 
take it, I decline to vote on this proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called) 
said: I again ask the House to allow me to offer 
an amendment inserting the words *‘ and nullify - 
inglaws’’after the words personal liberty bills,”’ 
so that we may all be able to vote for this resolu- 

tion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
man to order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
to it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Yes, we object to 
it. We are voting on the resolution. 

Mr. BURNHAM (who was-not within the bar 
when his name was called) asked unanimous con- 
sent of the House to vote. 

Mr. BURNETT objected. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I wish to say that if I had 


I call the gentle- 


There can be no objection 


ing the main question, simply for the purpose of 
amending the resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE l promised the gentleman 
Tue AKER,] in case a vote was 
taken, to give notice that he is absent upon acom- 
= e upon important business, and could not be 
iere 

Mr. NIXON stated that Mr. SrratTon was 
absent on the committee of thirty-three; if pres- 
ent, he would doubtless have voted for the reso- 
lation. 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, the question recurred upon 
agreeing to Mr. Apr AINn’s resolution. 

Mr. ADR AIN. I ask for a vote on the reso- 


lution. 
Mr. WELLS. I call for a division of the res- 
olution. 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman be good 
enough to indicate the division which he desires. 

Mr. WELLS. The resolution embraces two 
distinct propositions, 

Mr. HATTON. 
on the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. They have been already 


I call for the yeas and nays 


| ordered. 


Mr. WELLS. [I ask that the resolution be 


| divided after the word ** manifested.’’ 





December 17, 


Mr. SHERM AN. The munaindion isnotdivia: 
|| ble. 
Mr. FLORENCE. That division ene es 


away the sense of the resolution. The obj 





the resolution isto declare against these obnoxin, : 
laws. We all know whatan instrument the Cop. 
stitution is, and we know that we ought to ob- 
| serve it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the res. 


olution is not divisible. 
| Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Speak, r, 
|| I understand the Chair te decide that the resolu 

is divisible, and I am glad that we are to hare 
| opportunity to vote on the different propositi: 
contained in it; for while I am in favor of the 
pet al of all laws in conflict with the Constity: 


On 
an 


ion 
of the United States, I have not sufficient know}. 


| 

|| edge of the pe rsonal liberty laws of the States to 
authorize me tos ay thatthey are unconstitutio 
and thinking that the latter clause may Rime by 
implication, a statement that they are, I cannot 
|| vote for it; and so if there had been no division, [ 
|| should have been obliged to vote against the yvs- 
olution. [Cries of ** Order !’’] 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken, 
\| ‘Phe Chair decided the question to be not divisible, 
| Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Then! must 
vote against the resolution, although I would be 
glad to vote forall ofit, exce ptthatwhich seems to 
| inferthe unconstitutionality of the personal lily rty 
| laws. (Cries of ** Order!’ ** Order!?’} 

* The question was taken on agreeing to the res- 
olution; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 153, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
Thomas D. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Ayer 
Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Biake, §4 
cock, Boteler, Bouligny, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Brows, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Butterfiel), 
Campbell, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Coy. 
James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, John G. Davis, 
Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Due!!, Dunn, Edmundson, b 
| Englis ch, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Pouke, 
| Frank, Garnett, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale , Hall, 

Hardeinan, J. Morrison Harris, John T’. Harris, Hatton, 
| Helmick, Hill, Hindman, Holman, Houston, William How 

ard, Hughes, Humphrey, Irvine, Jenkins, Jones, Junkin, 
|| Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Landrum, 
Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Lee, Logan, Long 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Charles D 
Martin, Elbert 8. Martin. Maynard, MeClernand, Meck: 
McKenty, MeKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgower 
Laban ‘IT’. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, tsaac N 
Morris, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, 
Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, 
John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Rove 
Ruffin, Scott, Seranton, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, Wil 
| liam N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevenson, Wil 

liam Stewart, Stokes, Thayer, Thomas, Tompkins, Train, 
Trimble, Vance, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Eilihu 
B. Washburne, Webster, Wilson, Wood, Woodson, and 
Wright—153. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alley, Carey, Edwards, Eliot, Hutchins, 
| Potter, Edwin R. Reynolds, Sedgwick, Spinner, Ta 
|| Vandever, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Israel Wasl)um, 
and Wells—14. 

So the resolution was agreed to 


During the roll-call, 
Mr. SPINNER (when his name was called) 
said: I would have voted for the original resolu- 

tion, or for the amendment if it had been put in 
without debate; but the House having fust dtu 
| put in ‘* nullification laws,’’ I shall vote ‘* no.” 
Mr. VANDEVER (w hen his name was called) 
|| said: Had the resolution applied to ‘* nullilicats 
| laws,’’ I should have voted for it; as itis, 7 vote 
* no." 

Mr. FLORENCE. Are not personal liberty 
bills nullification laws? 

Mr. VANDEVER. The resolution should 
| include any nullification laws. 

Mr. BRANCH. Lhope the gentleman will be 
, allowed to spec ify what nullification laws 
wishes repealed. 

Mr. BURNHAM stated that Mr. WooprcrF 
was confined to his room by indisposition. 

The result of the vote having been announce 
as above recorded, 

Mr. ADRAIN moved to reconsider the vot by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and ‘ 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon | the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
preamble to the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, demanded the 
yeas and nays on the preamble. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was deci 
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I have no objection to what Mr. BARKSD ALE. I desire t to ask the gen- 
lows: the gentleman from Georgia proposes, after this || tleman from Illinois whether, in his opinion— 
YEAS—Messts. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, || resolution shall be dispose dof. I have moved to [c alls to “Order!’’} I hope no ge ntlernan will ob- 


in the aficensithve-youm 156, nays none; as fol- Mr. LOVEJOY 


joy, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ash- s > e ru ' . ide ‘ “a f ‘ ' ee 
i \very. Babbitt, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, =e nd the rales. It was gentlemen on that sid Ject to my asking him—{[eries of ** Call the roll !"’} 


Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, of the House who commenced ‘* whipping the | whether, in his MR these personal liberty 


Matiory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, call the roll. 


jrown, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Butter devil round the stump.’’ Wedid not commence it. || bills are in conflict with the Constitution of the 

field, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John Mr. CRAWFORD. I did not. |, United States, and whether he is in favor of 

B. .- Cott, Join Coruna, Colin, erway Dead || Mr. LOVEJOY. I believe not; but your side || returning fugitive slaves? 

Jar oi De lano, Duell, Dunn, Edmundson, Eawards, || of the House did. * ‘ ; | Mr. LOVEJOY. Thathas nothing to do with 

Bi _ Ely, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Flor- Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a pointof order. || this resolution. 

ive. Fouke, Prank, French, Garnett, Gilmer, Gooch, Gra- | That is, that no business is in order until all the | Mr. BARKSDALE. I shall di cline to vote on 

— i Grow, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, ine |} States shall have been ealled. I refer to the 130th || that resolution, because I believe it is a fraud, and ‘ 
Will liam Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Irvine, Jackson; || Twe of the House, which is as follows: intended to dece ive the people of the country. 

Jenkins, Jones, Junkin, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Lan- *€ All the States and Territories shall be called for bills on || [Calls to ** Order! ; 
drum, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, || leave and resolutions on each alternate Monday during | The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to 

ieake, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, each session of Congress; and, if necessary to secure the | 


object on said days, all resolutions which shall give rise to | 


™ » ; 
MeClernand, McKean, McKenty, McPherson, Millward, || debate, shall lie over for discussion, under the rules of the | rhe call of the roll was proceeded with. 
Montgomery, Laban T’. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy |} House already established; and the whole of said days || Mr.BA RKSDALE (when his name wascalled) 
Morris, Isaae N. ace Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Olin, |} 


shall be appropriated to bills on leave and resolutions, until || said: 


I decline to vote on that resolution because 
all the States and Territories are called through.” : 


it. means nothing, its object being to practice a 
The SPEAKER. There is another rule which || cheat on the people of the country. The author 
declares that on Monday of each week, at the || of this resolution [ealls to ‘* Order !’’] stands on 
i ' expiration of one hour afterthe Journal has beer the floor o , se awed call 
see, Wada, Walkton, Wielenn, Cabwateter ©. Waeb’ - curt = ‘ ; : 7 Jc as been = ae the House [Renewed calls to 
hack. Bilihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Webster, || 24, the Speaker may entertain a motion to sus- | Order! Sat 
Wells, Wilson, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—156. | pend the rules Phe SPEAKER. 
NAYS—None. 


Sothe preamble to the resolution was agreed to. 


palmer, Pendleton, Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, 
Edwin H. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Royce, Ruffin, | 
Seott, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stevenson, Stokes, Stout, Thayer, 
Vhomas, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, || 





Ne debate is in order. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Yes, sir, except on this || Mr. BARKSDALE. He declared on the floor 
| alternate Monday. Here isanexpressrule, which || of the House that he was opposed to returning 
Mr. FOUKE moved to dispense with the read- || provides that the States shall be called through || fugitive slaves, and he dare not de ny it. (Loud 
roe ’ for resolutions. calls to ** Order !”’ 
ng of the names. oe cage ae ‘ 
The motion was agreed to. I'he SPEAKER. It has been the practice, || Mr. HILL. 
es after one hour, to entertain motions under that || lons. 
. SRA NCH. et t 5 fa- F ro, 12 : 
ae et tl ey r names in the nega rule. Mr. HUGHES (when his name was called) 
tive be Teé ° _ yAT ST T ry | . : . 
ave Bs Mr. FLORENCE. Very well. Then I want || said: I desire to inquire of the mover of the reso- 
Che vote was announced as above recorded. to reform a bad practice; and I submit to the || lution whether he is aware that there are any 
. > f yr oO et ide 2 > : + | =i. . . 7 i> = 
et. aa monn ” mevenes r the a? ¥ Speaker whether, with this rule staring him full || nullifying acts on the statute-books of any State 
wil ‘ une Pst — € th as — “al ang a =. in the face, requiring that each of the States shall || in the Union except the personal liberty bills? 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the || have that equality required by the Constitution, || [Calls to ‘* Order!’ 
table. z | IT am to be prevented from performing my duty to | Mr. MAYNARD (when his name was called) 
Phe latter motion was agreed to. || my constituents? R || said: It seems to me that this resolution is identi- 
Mr. LOVEJOY. Has the morning hour ex- || Mr. GROW. The motion to suspend the rules |} cally the same as that just adopted. Nullification 
pired ? eee 3 includes, of course, suspension of the rule which || is a mere synonym for personal liberty bills. I 
The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. ; my colleague has read. | therefore vote for this resolution, as | did for the 
Mr. LOVEJOY. Then I ask the unanimous 


Perhaps he hes. altered his opin- 





P ; The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the || other. 
consent of the House to offer a resolution; and I |} rules is in order, and no debate is in order. || Mr. QUARLES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
ask that it be read for information. 1 Mr. LOGAN. I hope there will be no objec- NELSON, Was engaged on the special committee 
x RENCE. I submit the point of order, |} tj ; side of the se »j ti thirty-three. 
Mr. FLORE? - Lsubmitthe pointot order, || tion on this side of the House tothe introduction || of t lirty-three , 
that all the States have not been called under the || of the resolution. I can see no difference, myself, || Mr. HILL (when his name was called) said: 
rule. Iwill not objectto the gentleman’s resolu- 


| between this resolution and the one just passed, || I beg leave to say that | have been looking with 
except in regard to the verbiage. I can find but || a good deal of concern and interest for some man- 


ion if it comes in regularly on call. 
| one objection*to the resolution, and that is the | ifestation of returning good willand conservatism 
| 


The SPEAKER. Let the resolution be read. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I have no objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States is the 


‘ine law of the land, and its ready and faithful observ- 
ethe duty of all good and law-abiding citizens : There- 


use of the words declaring that all ** law-abiding”’ || In our country; and I am willing to confess my 

citizens should obey the Constitution. I think || astonishment and gratification at the same time, 

that all men should do so. | at the exhibition of it on the part of the member 
Mr. FLORENCE. I desire the gentleman from || from Illinois, (Mr. Lovesoy.] [had notexpected 

Illinois to understand that I make no objection to |} it. (Laughter. 

the resolution. | Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to the gentleman 

' Mr. LOVEJOY. I accept the amendment sug- || giving any inte rpretation to my ¢ onduet. 

earnestly recommend the oe Se ens ineluding || gested by my colleague. || The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

searcaas nln Galen Vitam ad teat caesed eteeinen? || Mr. LOGAN. Itcertainlyshouldincludemem- || Mr. HILL. This proposition has come from 


and the laws of Congress made in pursuance thereof; and || bers of Congress; but if it is allowed to semain || a quarter where I least expected it, 






Resolved, That we deprecate the spirit of disobedience 
to that Constitution wherever manifested, and that we 


Itaffords me, 
itis the duty of the President of the United States to pro- 7. all good and law-abiding”’ citizens, I do not || nevertheless, great satisfaction. 
tect and defend the property of the United States. think it will include them. [Laughter.] || Mr. GROW. I object to debate. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I move the previous ques- |} The resolution was modified by the omission || Mr. HILL. I vote for the resolution. 
tion on the resolution. 


of those words. 


| Mr. FLORENCE. I suppose that the gentle- 


A Memper. It is not in yet. The rules were suspended; and the resolution || man from Georgia expects, in regard to the gen- 
| 
} 
| 
| 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Was there any objection? 


was introduced. tleman from Illinois, that 


A Memper. Certainly. | Mr. LOVEJOY called for the yeas and nays ‘¢ While the lamp holds out to burn, 
Mr. LOVEJOY. ThenI move to suspend the |) on the adoption of his resolution. The vilest sinner may return.” 


rules. 

Mr. BURNETT. I donot see why we should || 
not vote on this resolution; and if the gentleman 
will permit us to amend the resolution, I am ready 


The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. LOVEJOY. Then there is some hope yet 
The question was taken; and it was decided in || for the gentleman from Pennsylvania. nee 
the affirmative—yeas 136, nays none; as follows: || te x 





; | WYEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, || '. ELIOT stated that Mr. Marston was con- 
to vote on it. || Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ash sane to his room by sickness. oon 
Mr. LOVEJOY. Nosir. I move tosuspend |) ley, Avery, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bote Mr. BABBITT (not having been within the 


the rules. lef, Bontigny, Brayton, Driggs, Bufinton, Dustingame, Bur | bar when his name was called) asked leave to 
age? cee p : ee tt, Burnham, Butte ais Hl, Carey, Carter, Case, ae 
Mr. CRAW FORD. Is that motion in order: || Cobb, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Cox, James Craig, John vote. a J tant ivile Sd : 
The SPEAKER. It is; the morning hour || G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dufin, Edgerton, Ed- || Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 
having expired, and this being Monday. The meneenen, ewan, Biot, Bly, English, Exheriage, Farne Mr. FLORENCE. _T appeal to the gentleman 
motion to suspend the rules is therefore in order, || Worth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, |) fron V irginia not to interrupt this era of good 


Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale, J. Morrison Harris, 
Mr.CRAWFORD. The truth i is, Mr. Speaker, |) Hatton, Helmick, Hickman, Hill, Hindman, Hoard, Hol- || feeling by objecting to my colleague’s voting. 


that there ‘is no propricty, as I conceive, in un- || man, William Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, || © Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, withdrew his objec- 
dertaking to fool each other or the country by | ee : sorta et ae tion. 
the > > inger, Larrabee, De WittC. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, rn -APRITT sate aw 7? 

te solution that may be introduced. Now ’ let Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Charles Mr. BABBITT. I vote ay- 


‘meet this question fairly. The gentleman from || p. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, Me Mr. BRANCH said: I approve of all that the 
linois is not afraid to vote for anything which |! Kean, MeKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Mont resolution contains; but inasmuch as the passage 
he is in favor of; nor am I. Leta resolution be |, 2omery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, || of it at this time can have no practical import, 
introd . | isanec N. Morris, Niblack, Noell, Palmer, Perry, Porter, 
introduced by the member from Ohio, or tlic 


1 : Potter, Pottle, Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Rey. || €Xcept in favor of civil war, I decline to vote 
ae er from Illinois, or any other membe r, |, nolds, Riee, Riggs, Ruffin, Scott, Sedgwick, Sherman, || at all. , 
tating exactly what each of us understands to |, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Stokes, Mr. BURNETT. I desire to say that, in my 


© Our constitutional rights in regard to slavery, | = apy a ee eens anees * ae judgme nt, this resolution does not admit of any 

anc . : aever erree, ye, aiaron. aiton, tn >. as a 

end x Mp deat onit. Thave no obje ction to vote burne, Israel Washburn, Webster, Wells, Wilson, and such construction by the remotest sort of in P i 
'any proposition that may be presente od. 


| 
1! Wood—136. cation. I voted for the resolution, and [ would 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then let us | NAYS—None. not, under any circumstances, vote for it, if it, by 
have a vote on this. ! 


| 
So the resolution was adopted. || implication, looked to using force by the Presi- 





a 


Fe i een oe al eee 


Lepti sy Soul 


e 


une 


oy 


Se, 
Abie eta, 


y ty 3 idee 


=a pasteden? 4 


FN ety on, 
oe 


See 
A Gia Mi hale 
: 


a 


bi 
5 
bat 
+ 


fe ma 


ee 








110 


THE CONGRE 


SSIONAL GLOBE. 


dent of the United States in any of the contingen- | Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I am now entitled | 
to the floor, and I do not yield it to any one, nor i! 


cies now looked forward to. 
Mr. AVERY. 
that the resolution could be interpreted to mean 
anything like the sanctioning of civil war, it could 
never have commanded my vote. 
The vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. LOVEJOY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER TIE HOLIDAYS. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, obtained the 
floor. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I rise to a point 
of order. LI suppose I can be heard upon a point 
of order if upon no other point. I know nothing 


of the proposition which my colleague has to | 


“de , but I object to my Republican colleagues 
veing allowed to oceupy all the time of the House, 
when I am entitled to the floor. 


1 have a resolu- 


tion upon which I have been endeavoring to get a | 


vote for a long time, and I am entitled to be recog- 
nized by the Chair to present that resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
say that I have no objection to the proposition of 
my colleague, whenever he can obtain the floor to 
offer it. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
will state his point of order, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. My point of order 
is this: that at the expiration of the morning hour 
I had the right to call for the regular order of 
business. I took the floor for that purpose, and 
was recognized by the Speaker. I did not aban- 
don the floor. My colleague, [Mr. Lovesoy,] 
however, was permitted to present his proposi- 
tion, which has been voted upon by the House. 
Now, sir, as the Speaker well knows, I have been 
trying from day to day to press the resolation 


which I have in my hand for a vote of the House. 


1 think I was entitled to the floor when the res- 
olution of my colleague was disposed of. My 
other colleague, [Mr. Wasnpurne,] however, 


has been assigned the floor, and now I appeal to | 


him whether, as a matter of courtesy, it is not 
due to him to yield to me, and enable me to offer 
my resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I will say 


te my colleague that, if he will allow me to have 


the resolution which I propose read, if there be | 


objection, I will not press the motion to suspend 


the rules until he shall have had an opportunity 


to get his resolution before the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 

of order. I ask the Chair whether a call of the 
States for resolutions is not the regular order of 
business; and whether Illinois has any right to 
be heard at this moment? The State of Virginia 
has not been called, as yet, for resolutions; nor 
has any other southern State been called. 
~The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman from Virginia that it is in order, under 
the rules, to move to suspend the rules on this 
day. The gentleman from Illinois is therefore in 
salen: and his proposition will be read. 

Mr. Wasusurne’s resolution was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That when the two 
Houses of Congress adjourn on ‘Thursday next, the 20th 
— they adjourn to meet on Wednesday, January 2, 

Si. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I shall not 
now move to suspend the rules, but yield to my 
colleague. I give notice, however, that as soon as 
his resolution is disposed of, I shall endeavor to 
obtain the floor to introduce the resolution which 
has just been read; and if objection then be made, 
I will move to suspend the rules. 


THE UNION. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1 now 
send up to the Clerk’s desk a resolution upon 
which desire the vote of the House. 

Mr. LANDRUM. I rise to a question of or- 
der. 1 call for the regular order of business. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair must be allowed 


to say to the gentleman from Louisiana that, al- | 


though these proceedings seem a little irregular, 
yet, under the rules, the House is now proceed- 
ing with the regular order of business. [Laugh- 
ter.] 


| 


Mr. Speaker, if I had thought || 


| our collective and individual happiness; that we cherish 


do I intend to be cheated out of it. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has assigned the | 
floor to the gentleman from Illinois, and he will 
submit his proposition. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Yes, sir; I have the 
floor, and I want to see a fair fight. [Laughter.] 
This House has to-day, by large majorities, rec- 
ommended the repeal of the acts of the State Le- | 
gislatures, known as personal liberty laws, rec- | 
ommending the eel of the nullification laws, | 
and all laws in violation of the Constitution and | 
laws of the United States. Now itonly remains | 
for us to declare our devotion to the union of these | 
States. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I call the gentleman from || 


Illinois to order. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I do not yield to | 

the gentleman from Mississippi, or to any other 

gentleman. [Laughter and cries of ** Order!’’] 

Mr. HUGHES. Permit me to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the question of order before 
the House. I think that while the House is car- 
rying out the regular order of business under the 
130th rule the motion to suspend the rules is not 
in order. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I decline to yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Maryland or to 
any other gentleman. I ask that my resolution 
may be read. 

- The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That we prop- 

erly estimate the immense value of our national Union to 


a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to it; that 
we will speak of it as of the palladium of our political 
safety and prosperity ; that we will watch its preservation 
with jealous anxiety; that we will discountenance what- 
ever may suggest even asuspicion that it can,in any event, 
be abandoned, and indignantly frown upon the first dawn- 
ing of every attempt to alienate any portion of our country 
from the rest, or enfeeble the sacred ties which now link 
together the various parts; that we regard it as a main 
pillar in the edifice of our real independence, the support 
of tranquillity at home, our peace abroad, our safety, our 
prosperity, and that very liberty which we so highly prize ; 
that we have seen nothing in the past, nor do we see any- 
thing in the present, either in the election of Abraham | 
Lincoln to the Presidency of the United States, or from 
any other existing cause, to justify its dissolution ; that we 
regard its perpetuity as of more value than the temporary 
triumph of any party or any man; that whatever evils or 
abuses exist under it ought to be corrected within the 
Union, in a peaceful and constitutional way ; that we be- 
lieve it has sutficient power to redress every wrong and 
enforce every right growing out of its organization or per- | 
taining to its proper functions; and that it is a patriotic 
duty to stand by it as our hope in peace and our defense in 
war. 


Mr. LANDRUM. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. BRANCH. I have no objection to the 
reception of the resolution; but I move that it be 
referred to the select committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. As I understand 
there is objection to the resolution, I move a sus- 
yension of the rules. The resolution is in the 
eee of the Farewell Address of the Father of 


| 





his Country, and I want to see who will vote 


against it. 

Mr. JENKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois, whether Lincoln had been elected in 
Washington’s time? [Laughter, and cries of 
“ Order !"] 

The question -was taken; and the rules were 
suspended, (two thirds having voted therefor.) 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, then submitted his 
resolution, and demanded the previous question 
upon it, 

Mr. BRANCH. I move the reference of that 
resolution to the select committee of thirty-three. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is notin order 
pending the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH. If the demand for the pre- 
vious question be voted down, will it then be in 
order to submit the motion? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the previous question 
will be voted down, then. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. HINDMAN called for the yeas and nays 
upon the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 116, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buthnton, Burlingame, 

| Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Col- 
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fax, Conkling, Covode, Cox, Jobn G. Davis, Dawes. Del. 
ano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, E.y, } 
Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Frank, 

Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison 
Helmick, Hickman, Hourd, Holman, William 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kelloes 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Logan’ 
Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Charles D. Martin, MeCler. 
nand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, MePherson, Mont. 
gomery, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N, Morris 
Niblack, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry. Pettit, Porter, p , 
Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, | 
James C. Robinson, Royee, Scranton, Sedgwick, She; 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Stokes 
Tappan, ‘Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandeye, 
Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Ellihu B. Washburnye’ 
Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, and Wood—tIi6. , 

NAYS—Messrs. ‘Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barks. 
dale, Bouligny, Branch, Burnett, John B. Clark, Clopton 
Cobb, Crawiord, Curry, DeJarnette, Edmundson, jos’ 
ence, Garnett, Gartrell, Hardeman, Hill, Hindman, Hughes 
Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Landrum, James M. Leach)’ 
Leake, Elbert 8. Martin, Sydenham Moore, Noell, Pryor 
Quarles, Reagan, Ruflin, Scott, Sickles, Singleton,Willians 
Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, Thomas, Underwood, Vance 
Webster, and Wright—44. F 

So the resolution was adopted. 

During the vote, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, said: Mr. Speaker, 
I observe that several gentlemen who sit near me 
have not voted, and I now give notice that, if jy 
order, I shall insist on their voting. 

Mr. COBB. I have not voted, and I would like 
to see the gentleman compel me to vote before | 
am ready to do so. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call gentlemen to 
order. The vote ought not to be interrupted by 
debate. 

Mr. LEAKE. Mr. Speaker, I have no hesita- 
tion about voting for some of the propositions of 
the resolution, but for others I cannot vote. [Cries 
of ** Order _ 

Mr. STANTON. I rise to a question of order. 
This practice of interrupting the call of the rol! 
with debate all will admit is not a good practice, 
It certainly is not in order, and I object to it. 

Mr. LEAKE. I vote ‘‘nvo.”’ 

Mr. NOELL. I regard these resolutions as 
mere abstractions, and as conducing to no practi- 
cal good, and | therefore vote in the negative. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. I wish to know whether it 
is not one of the rules of this House that members 
who are present shall vote on the pending propo- 
sitions when their names are called ? 

The SPEAKER. That is undoubtedly the 
rule. 

Mr. COBB. I did not understand the question 
when my name was first called, | will now cast 
my vote. While I am willing and ready to in- 
dorse the language of the Father of his Country, 
yet I cannot swallow all that is said by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Morris.} [| therefore 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. Speaker, while I con- 
cur in most of the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, now before the House, we 
have appointed a committee to which all our 
troubles growing out of the recent election of Mr. 
Lincoln, and the slavery question generally, are 
referred; and [ do not desire to forestall its action 
in advance of its report by resolutions of this 
general character. It can do no good, sir, and 
may do harm. I therefore vote * no.”’ 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I ask, before I 
cast my vote, to have the resolution again read. 

The Clerk read the resolution 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. 
forme. I vote **no.”’ 

Mr. STANTON. Several members were «)- 
sent when their names were called, and I move 
that, by unanimous consent, all those who wish 
to vote may be allowed to do so. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There are several objec- 
tionable phrases in the resolution, which I cannot 
vote for. If they were stricken out, 1 would vote 
for the resolution; as it is now I vote against tt. 
I do so from a sense of duty, and not, sir—— 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. What are the ob- 
jectionable phrases? 

Mr. BURNETT. I call gentlemen to order. 
Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If permitted, I would a» 
swer the gentleman from Illinois very cheerfully. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I wishto puta ert 
the gentleman from Hlinois. [Criesof**L object: | 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope there will be 0° 
objection. 
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Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, before voting 
1 desire to puta question to the mover of this 
resolution, simply for information, sir. Does not | 
this resolution, in one of its parts, in general lan- 
eyage declare that in no conceivable state of cir- 
~ymstances should the Union be dissolved? So 
understanding it, sir—and if I am wrong, | hope | 
the gendeman will correct me—while I declare 
myself to be as ardently attached to the Union of | 
these States as any man within their limits, and | 
exceedingly anxious that our present difficulties | 
should ke adjusted, and that Union thereby pre- 
served, | am not willing to join in so broad a dec- 
jaration. Consequently I vote ** no.’’ [Applause | 
and hisses in the galleries and upon the floor.] 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 1 hope that I will | 
be allowed to answer the question of the gentle- | 
man from Maryland. [Cries of ** No!” ‘Too | 
jate!’? “*L object!’’] The language of my reso- 
jution is that of Washington’s Farewell Address; 
are gentlemen afraid of it? (Cries of ** Order!’’} 

Mr. HILL. I am willing, for one, that Wash- 
ington’s Farewell Address should be read every | 
morning after prayers, if it would be productive | 
of any beneficial effect. But I do not like the | 
phraseology of the resolution, and I therefore 
yote against it. dam as much in favor of the 
Union as Lever have been. ‘ 

The vote was announced as above recorded. | 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 

laid upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER TITLE HOLIDAYS. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask leave | 


to offer a resolution in reference to an adjourn- 
ment over the holidays. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope the gentleman 
from Illinois will waive his resolution until I can | 
offer a resolution upon which we probably can all 
agree. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I cannot 
yield now. When my resolution is acted upon 
there will be time enough to act on the gentle- 
man’s proposition. The Clerk will read my res- 
olution. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That when the two 
Houses adjourn on Thursday next, the 20th instant, they 
adjourn to meet on Wednesday, January 2, 1861. 


Mr. BRIGGS. Nowis the time that the Rep- 
resentatives of the people should be at their posts, 
and | object to the resolution. 

Mr.WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Imove,then, | 


that the rules be suspended, in order that [ may 
introduce the resolution. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I demand the yeas and 
hays on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 84, nays 84; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Alley, William 
C. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, Barret, Boteler, Bouligny, 
Branch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clopton, 
Join Cochrane, Conkling, Covode, James Craig, Craw- 
ford, John G. Davis, Duell, Edgerton, Edmundson, Eliot, 
Ely, English, Farnsworth, Florence, Fouke, Frank,Garnett, || 
Gartrell, Graham, Grow, Hall, John T. Harris, Hickman, 
Hill, Holman, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Killinger, Lan- 
drum,Larrabee, Leake, Love, Lovejoy, Maynard, McKean, 
Millward, Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, Niblack, Nixon, 
Peyton, Potter, Quaries, Reagan, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Scott, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
Sickles, Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, || 
Stallworth, Stevenson, William Stewart, Thayer, Thomas, | 
Underwood, Vandever, Ellihu B.Washburne, [srael Wash- 
burn, Webster, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—84. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, 
Ashley, Ashmore, Babbitt, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bray- 
ton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Car- 
ter, Case, Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Dawes, De Jarnette, Del- 
ano, Dunn, Edwards, Etheridge, Fenton, Foster, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Gurley, Hardeman. Helmick, Hindman, Hoard, 
William Howard, Hughes, flumphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, 
James M. Leach, Lee, Logan, Loomis, Charies D. Martin, 
Elbert 8. Martin, McClernand, MeKenty, McKnight, Mc- | 
Pherson, MeQueen, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Noell, Palmer, Pendle- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Pryor, Royce, Ruffin, 
Sherman, Simms, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stokes, 
Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vance, Wade, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Wells, and Wilson—84. 


So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds 
hot voting in favor thereof.) 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Before moving that the 
ouse adjourn, I give notice that I will, to-mor- 
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| that by its action it forces the southern members 
i} r 2 . rT 
|| upon it to make further concessions to the North, 


| adjourn; and demand the previous question on 


| and the main question ordered. 


| halfa dozen different propositions, I move that 


| No!” “Nol”? 


| tion; and it was agreed to. 


| 
i 


row, call up the deficiency appropriation bill. | 
There are many laborers and others who need 
the money, and are anxious to have it. I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion to adjourn, so that I can 
offer a resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw my motion for | 
that purpose. 

SUAVERY. | 

Mr. CRAWFORD. LI offer the following reso- | 


lution: 


Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States | 
recognizes property in slaves; Uiat Congress has passed | 
laws to aid slaveholders in recapturing their slaves when 
ever they escape and make their way into the free States ; 
that the Supreme Court of the United States have decided 
that negroes were not included, either in the Declaration of 
Independence or in the Constitution of the United States, 
except as slaves, and that they cannot become citizens ; and 
we, the members of this House, hereby sustain and will 
support this construction of the Constitution, these laws, 
and said decision of the Supreme Court. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Pending the resolution, I | 
move that the House do now adjourn. 
KXCUSED FROM SERVICE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I | 
ask to be excused from further service on the se- 
lect committee of thirty-three, upon the ground | 


and indicates its determination to yield nothing 
to the South. I make the motion to be excused. 
The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. | 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Is there objection to the 
introduction of my resolution? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has heard none. | 
Mr. CRAWFORD. 
lutionthisevening. [Criesof** Vote!’’** Vote!’’} 
Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw my motion to 





the resolution. 
The cali for the previous question was seconded, | 


Mr. CRAWFORD demanded the yeas and | 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.SPAULDING.,. Lask for a division of the 
resolution. I believe in the truth of the second 
proposition—*‘ that Congress has passed -laws to | 
aid slaveholders in recapturing their slaves when- | 


ever they escape and make their way into the || 


free States.’’ That is true. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. No, sir. [Laughter.] There 
are no such laws and no such words. 
Mr. SPAULDING. I insist ona division of 
the question. 


Mr. GROW. 


If we are called upon to vote on 


the resolution be laid upon the table. (Cries of 

Mr. BRIGGS. 
adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the resolution come 
up to-morrow, if we adjourn, or will it go over 
until next Monday ? 

The SPEAKER, It will come up to-morrow 
as unfinished business. 

Mr. GROW. 1 withdraw my motion. 

The question was taken on Mr. Briges’s mo- | 





And thereupon (at five minutes to four o’clock, 
p- m.) the House adjourned. 


Tvuespay, December 18, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
BILL BECOME A LAW. 
A message from the President of the United | 


retary announced that the Presidenthad approved, 


} 
| 
IN SENATE. 


| States, by Mr. Apam J. GLossprenner, his Sec- | 


| 





ll 


Norris; the claim of R. R. Ward and others, as- 


| signees of Jacob Barker; the claim of John P. 


Let us vote on the reso- || 


I move that the House do now |} 


Jaldwin; the claim of Richard Irwin, trustee of the 
president, directors, and company of the Mechan- 
ies’ Bank of New York; the claim of Jaques Char- 
lant, representative of Peter Charlant; the claim 
of Charles J. Jenkins and William M. Mann, 
assignees of John McKinne; the claim of Elias 
Brevoort and Joab Houghton: the claim of James 
W. Knaggs, administrator, with the will annexed, 


of Witmore Knaggs; the claim of Nathaniel P. 
| Causin, administrator of John H. Stone; and the 


claim of Richard S. Coxe, administrator of Anna 
Gibson. 

Also, reports of the Court of Claims in favor of 
the claim of Theodore Adams; the claim of Ly- 
dia Cruger, exeeutrix of Moses Sheppard; the 
claim of Selmar Seibert; the claim of Joseph San 


Roman and William Armstrong, administrators 





of James B. Armstrong; and the claim of Gilbert 
Cameron, accompanied by the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Theodore Adams; 

A bill for the relief of Lydia Cruger, executrix 
of Moses Sheppard, deceased ; 

A bill for the relief of Selmar Seibert; and 

A bill for the relief of Joseph San Roman and 
William Armstrong, administrators of James B. 
Armstrong, deceased. 

The bills and reports were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


CANADIAN LEGISLATIVE PROCEEDINGS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
received the legislative proceedings and parlia- 
mentary debates of the Legislative Assembly of 
the province of Canada, for the year 1860, with 
the session papersand appendix, to be presented 
to the Senate of the United States; which will lie 
on the table, if no motion be made. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the documents be 


| received, and referred to the Committee on the 


Library. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury? communicating, in obedience to law, copies 
of the accounts of persons charged with the dis- 


| bursement or application of money, goods, or 


effects for the benefit of the Indians during the 
year ending June 30, 1860; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate two copies of the acts of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Washington, con- 
taining also the memorials and resolutions passed 
at the seventh regular session of the Legislature, 
begun and held at Olympia, on the Sth of Decem- 
ber, 1859. 

Mr. GREEN. They ought to be referred to 
the Committee on Territories, so that we can 
have access to them. 

They were so referred. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIAL. 
Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Lydia 


Lord, widow of John Lord, a soldier in the war 
of 1812, praying for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GREEN presented the memorial of George 
Briggs and Cornelius Vanderbilt, praying that 
the amount recovered from them as sureties of 
David A. Bokee, may be refunded; which was 


| referred to the Committee on Claims. 


on the 17th instant, an act (S. No. 82) to amend || 


the fourth section of the act for the admission of 


Oregon into the Union, so as to extend the time || 


for selecting salt springs and contiguous lands in | 
Oregon. 
COURT OF CLAIMS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate reports from the Court of Claims, made in 


| 


Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Theodore 


J. Eckerson, military storekeeper and paymaster 


at Benicia arsenal, in California, praying for a 
modification of the law which fixes his salary, by 
which his pay will be increased, and greater econ- 
omy will be observed in the expenses incident to 
his office; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and Militia. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had ordered, on the 17th instant, at twelve 
o’clock and fifteen minutes, the printing of a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting estimates for deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the suppression of the African slave 
trade. 


Also, that the House had ordered to-day, at 


pursuance of law, adverse to the claim of Samuel || twelve o’clock and twenty minutes, the printing 
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of a letter from the Secretary of the eens | view and without the least ambitious feeling what- 
transmitting an account of receipts and expendi- || ever connected with it, prepared a series of con- 


tures of the United States for the fiscal year end- || stitutional amendments, which I desire to offer to | 


the Senate, hoping that they may form, in part at 
least, some basis for measures that may settle the 
controverted questions which now so much agi- 
tate our country. Certainly, sir, 1 do not pro- 


ing June 30, 1860. 
PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 
Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I ask leave to 


|| much as the fifth section of that law was worded 


introduce some resolutions; and if it is not the 
pleasure of the Senate to consider them now, I 
desire to give notice that I shall move them asa 
substitute for, or amendment to, the resolution 
introduced by the Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. Crark] yesterday. 

The Secretary read Mr. Lane’s resolutions, as 
follows: 


Whereas in the years 1847-48 the northern States of this 
Union, by their Legislatures, and almost with unanimity, 
adopted resolutions in favor of what was called the Wilmot | 
Proviso, prohibiting slavery in all the territory acquired 
from Mexico, and the southern States soon afterwards 
passed counter resolutions, declaring that they would resist 
that measure at all hazards, and to the last extremity; and 
whereas in 1850 certafn laws were enacted to settle the | 
controversy between the two sections, called the compro 
mise measures, agreeing that the people of the Territories, 
on entering the Union, should decide the question of sla 
very for themselves; and whereas at the last presidential | 
election the people of the northern States, by the election | 
of a President on the Chicago platform, have reaffirmed 
their previous position, that slavery shall be excluded from | 
all the ‘Territories of the Union, now and hereatter; and || 
whereas a number of the southern States, regarding said |! 
decision as destructive of the equality of the States and of || 
their equal rights in the common territory of our common 
eountry, as ultimately fatal to their system of society, and 
the agitation resulting from such a policy as imminently 
dangerous to their domestic peace and safety, have indi 
cated a purpose to dissolve their political connection with 
the northern States, and there is reason to believe that all | 
the southern States will soon unite in said movement; and 
whercas a dissolution of this Union would result in great 
disasters to both sections, and, if attended with civil war, | 
in horrors perhaps exceeding any that history has re- 
corded; and whereas it is now apparent that the present | 
system of government is not adequate to the exigencies of | 
the times, to the changes of opinion and of circumstances ; | 
and, particularly, that the mode prescribed in the present 
Constitution for amendments thereto, is not, from the sec- | 
tional character of the controversy, and the urgency oft 
events, adequate to the occasion ; and whereas in a simi- | 
lar ditieulty our foretathers, finding the amendment of the | 
Articles of the Confederation impracticable, called on the | 
States to act separately, to devise another plan of govern- | 
ment, and that course was adopted and crowned with suc- 
cess: Therefore, | 

Resolved, That the several States be requested té’send 
cominissioners or delegates to a convention, to consult on 
the changes which the present times require. 

And whereas the southern States, being in a numerical 
minority, complain of aggressions, previous and prospect- | 
ive, trom the northern States : 

Be it resolved, That the delegates of said southern States | 
be requested to convene first by themselves to confer on || 
the conditions necessary for their security and peace, and | 
submit their conclusions either to the delegates of the 
northern States separately convened, or to a convention of | 
all the northern States. 

And he it further resolved, That it iscontrary and abhor- | 
rent to the religion and civilization of our age, and to the || 
spirit of our Constitution, to interfere in any way by force | 
with such steps as any of the States feeling aggrieved may | 


| 
adopt. || 


Ind be it further resolved, That the Federal Government || 


will abstain from the employment of all or any force to | 
prevent or interfere with any State or States which shall 
determine by itself or themselves on any course for their 
own prosperity and safety, which shall not be aggressive | 
owards the other States; and iu any case where there may | 
be danger of collision between any State and the Federal | 
forces stationed there, the forces be promptly withdrawn. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I would suggest that these | 
resolutions lie over, and when the committee of 
thirteen is appointed on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, [Mr. Powett,] that this and 
all similar proposiuons go to that committee for | 
consideration. 

Mr. DAVIS. And be printed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes; and be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator | 
move the printing of these resolutions ? 

Mr. LANE. What did the Senator from Illi- | 
nois propose? I did not hear. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That the resolutions lie on 
the table unul the committee is appointed, and 
then send them all to the committee. 

Mr. LANE. I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will put | 
the question now on the motion to print the reso- 
lutions. a 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMPROMISE OF THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am gratified, Mr. 
President, to see in the various propositions which 
have been made, such a universal anxiety to save | 
the country from the dangerous dissensions which | 
now prevail; and I have, under a very serious 





j 





| those w 


1} aT . 
vision, however, that when any of those Terri- 
tories, north or south, are formed into States, || 


ose now any elaborate discussion of the subject. 
Pefore presenting these resolutions, however, to 
the Senate, I desire to make a few remarks ex- 
planatory of them, thatthe Senate may understand 
their general scope. 


|| somewhat vaguely, its genéral terms had ad. 


|| mitted of the construction in the northern States 
|| that all the citizens were required, upon the sum- 
mons of the marshal, to go with him to hunt yp 
as they express it, and arrest the slave; and this 
is regarded as obnoxious. They have said, “in 
the southern States you make no such requisition 
on the citizen;’’ nor do we, sir. The section, con- 


| strued according to the intention of the framers 


of it, I suppose, only intended that the marshal 
should have the same right in the execution of 


The moeeee of an alarming character are | process for the arrest of a slave that he has in all 


ich have grown out of the controversy | 
between the northern and southern sections of 
our country in relation to the rights of the slave- 
holding States in the Territories of the United 
States, and in relation to the rights of the citizens 
of the latter in their slaves. I have endeavored 
by these resolutions to meet all these questions | 
and causes of discontent, and by amendments to 
the-Constitution of the United States, so that the 
settlement, if we can happily agree on any, may 
be permanent, and leave no cause for future con- 
troversy. These resolutions propose, then, in the 
first place, in substance, the restoration of the 
Missouri compromise, extending the line through- 
out the Territories of the United States to the east- 
ern border of California, recognizing slavery in 
all the territory south of that line, and prohibiting 
slavery in all the territory north of it; with a pro- 


other cases of process that he is required to exe. 
cute—to call on the posse comitatus for assistance 
where he is resisted in the execution of his duty 
or where, having executed his duty by the arrest, 
an attempt is made to rescue the slave. | propose 
| such an amendment as will obviate this difficulty 
and limit the right of the master and the duty of 
| the citizen to cases where, as in regard to all other 
process, persons may be called upon to assist jn 
| resisting opposition to the execution of the laws. 

I have provided further, sir, that the amend- 
ments to the Constitution which I here propose, 
and certain other provisions of the Constitution 
itself, shall be unalterable, thereby forming a 
permanent and.unchangeable basis for peace and 
tranquillity among the people. Among the pro- 
visions in the present Constitution, which I have 
by amendment proposed to render unalterable, js 
| that provision in the first article of the Constitu- 





tion which provides the rule for representation, 


they shall then be at liberty to exclude or admit || including in the computation three fifths of the 


slavery as they please; and that, in the one case 
or the other, it shall be na objection to their ad- 
mission into the Union. In this way, sir, I pro- 
pose to settle the question, both as to territory 
and slavery, so far as it regards the Territories of 
the United States. 

I propose, sir, also, that the Constitution shall 
be so amended as to declare that Congress shall 
have no power to abolish slavery in the District of 
Columbia so long as slavery exists in the States 
of Maryland and Virginia; and that they shall 


| slaves. That is to be rendered unchangeable. 
|| Another is the provision for the delivery of fugi- 
| tive slaves. Thatis to be rendered unchangeable. 
|| And with these provisions, Mr. President, it 
seems to me we have a solid foundation upon 
which we may rest our hopes for the restoration 
of peace and good-will among all the States of 
this Union, and all the people. I propose, sir, to 
enter into no particular discussion. I have ex- 
plained the general scope and object of my prop- 
ositron. I have provided further, which I ought 
to mention, that, there having been some difficul- 





have no power to abolish slavery in any of the 
places under their special jurisdiction within the 
southern States. 

These are the constitutional amendments which 
I propose, and embrace the whole of them in re- 
gard to the questions of ee and slavery. 
There are other propositions in relation to griev- 
ances, and in hada to controversies, which I 
suppose are within the jurisdiction of Congress, 


/and may be removed by the action of Congress. 
I propose, in regard to legislative action, that the 


fugitive slave law, as it is commonly called, shall 
be declared by the Senate to be a constitutional 
act, in strict pursuance of the Constitution. I 
propose to declare, that it has been decided by 
the Supreme Court of the United States to be con- 
stitutional, and that the southern States are enti- 
tled to a faithful and complete execution of that 
law, and that no amendment shall be made here- 
after to it which will impair its efficiency. But, 
thinking that it would not impair its efficiency, 1 
have proposed amendments to it in two parucu- 
lars. I have understood from gentlemen of the 
North that there is objection to the provision 
giving a different fee where the commissioner de- 
| cides to deliver the slave to the claimant, from that 
which is given where he decides to discharge the 
alleged slave; the Jaw declares that in the latter 
case he shall have but five dollars, while in the 
| other he shall have ten dollars—twice the amount 
| in one case than in the other. The reason for this 
| is very obvious. In case he delivers the servant 
| to his claimant, he is required to draw outalengthy 
| certificate, stating the principal and substantial 
grounds on which his decision rests, and to 
ant to remove him to the State from which he 
escaped. It was for that reason that a larger fee 
was given to the commissioner, where he had the 
largest service to perform. But, sir, the act being 
| viewed unfavorably and with great prejudice, in 
_ acertain portion of our country, this was regarded 
| as very obnoxious, because it seemed to give an 
'inducement to the commissioner to return the 
_ slave to the master, as he thereby obtained the 
larger fee of ten dollars instead of the smaller one 


of five dollars. I have said, let the fee be the same 


' in both cases. 


I have understood, furthermore, sir, that inas- 


return him either to the marshal or to the claim. || 


| 
| 


ties experienced in the courts of the United States 
in the South in carrying into execution the laws 
prohibiting the African slave trade, all additions 
and amendments which may be necessary to those 
laws to render them effectual should be immedi- 
ately adopted by Congress, and especially tle pro- 
visions of those laws which prohibit the import- 
ation of African slaves into the United States. | 
have further provided it as a recommendation to 
all the States of this Union, that whereas laws 
have been passed of an unconstitutional charac- 
| ter, (and all laws are of that character which either 
| conflict with the constitutional acts of Congress, 
| or which in their operation hinder or delay the 
prone: execution of the acts of Congress,) which 


aws are null and void, and yet, though null and 
| void, they have been the source of mischief and 
discontent in the country, under the extraordi- 
nary circumstances in which we are placed ; I have 
supposed that it would not be improper or unbe- 
\| coming in Congress to recommend to the States, 
both North and South, the repeal of all such acts 
|| of theirs as were intended to control, or intended 
|, to obstruct the operation of the acts of Congress, 
or which in their operation and in their applica- 
_ tion have been made use of for the purpose of such 
hindrance and opposition, and that they will re- 
| peal these laws or make such explanations or cor- 
rections of them as to prevent their being used 
for any such mischievous purpose. 

I have endeavored to look with impartiality 
from one end of our country to the other; I have 
endeavored to search up what appeared to me ( 
be the causes of discontent pervading the land; 
and, as far as I am capable of doing so, I have 
endeavored to propose a remedy for them. Tam 
far from believing that, in the shape in which ! 
present these measures, they will meet with the 
acceptance of the Senate. It will be sufficient! 
|| gratifying if, with all the amendments that the 
| superior knowledge of the Senate may make (0 
them, they shall, to any effectual extent, quiet ™' 
| 








country. The 
Mr. President, great dangers surround us. - : 
Union of these States is dear to the people of U" 
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United States. The long experience of Its : 
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ings, the mighty hopes of the future, have mac F 
| dear to the hearts of the American people. Wh 
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ever politicians may say; whatever of dissension 
may, in the heat of party politics, be created 
among our people, when you come down to the 
question of the existence of the Constitution, that 
is a question beyond all party politics; that is a 
question of life and death. The Constitution and 
the Union are the life of this great people—yes, 
sir, the life of life. We all desire to preserve 
them, North and South; that is the universal de- 
sire. But some of the southern States, smarting 
under what they conceive to be aggressions of 
theirnorthern brethren and of the northern States, 
are not contented to continue this Union, and are 
taking steps, formidable steps, towards a dissolu- 
tion of the Union, and towards the anarchy and 
the bloodshed, I fear, that are to follow. I any 
sir, we are in the presence of great events. e 
must elevate ourselves to the level of the great 
occasion. No party warfare about mere party 
questions or party measures ought now to engage 
our attention. They are left behind; they are as 
dustin the balance. The life, the existence of 
our country, of our Union, is the mighty ques- 
tion; and we must elevate ourselves to all those 
considerations which belong to this high subject. 

I hope, therefore, gentlemen will be disposed 
to bring the sincerest spirit of conciliation, the 
sincerest spirit and Cesire to adjust all these dif- 
ficulties, and to think nothing of any little con- 
cessions of opinions that they may make, if 
thereby the Constitution and the country can be 
preserved, 

The great difficulty here, sir—I know it; I rec- 
ognize it as the difficult question, particularly 
with the gentlemen from the North—is the ad- 
mission of this line of division for the territory, 
and the recognition of slavery on the one side, 
and the prohibition of iton the other. The rec- 
ognition of slavery on the southern side of that 
line is the great difficulty, the great question with 
them. Now, I beseech them to think, and you, 
Mr. President, and all, to think whether, for such 
a comparative trifle as that, the Union of this 
country is to be sacrificed. Have we realized to 
ourselves the momentous consequences of such 
an event? When has the world seen such an 
event? This isa mighty empire. Its existence 
spreads its influence throughout the civilized 
world. Its overthrow will be the greatest shock 
that civilization and free government have re- 
ceived; more extensive in its consequences; more 
fatal to mankind and to the great principles upon 
which the liberty of mankind depends, than the 
Brench revolution with all its blood, and with all 
its war and violence. And all for what? Upon 
questions concerning this line of division between 
slavery and freedom? Why, Mr. President, sup- 
pose this day all the southern States, being re- 
fused this right; being refused this partition; being 
denied this privilege, were to separate from the 
northern States, and do it peacefully, and then 
were to come to you peacefully and say, “let 
there be no war between us; let us divide fairly 
the Territories of the United States:’’ could the 
northern section of the country refuse so just a 
demand? What would you then give them? 
What would be the fair proportion? If you al- 
lowed them their fair relative proportion, would 
you not give them as much as is now proposed 
to be assigned on the southern side of that line, 
and would they not be at liberty to carry their 
slaves there, if they pleased? You would give 
them the whole of that; and then what would be 
its fate? 

ls it upon the general principle of humanity, 
then, that you faddressing Republican ene) 
Wish to put anend to slavery, or is it to be urge 
by you as a mere topic and point of party con- 
‘roversy to sustain party power? Surely I give 
you credit for looking at it upon broader and 
more generous principles. Then, in the worst 


event, after you have encountered disunion, that 
greatest of all 


this country, 
arating 
portion of the Territories, they can take, and will 

entitled to take, all that will now lie on the 








| delusion. 


Then they will have a right to permit slavery to || 
exist in it; and what do you gain for the cause of |) 
anti-slavery? Nothing whatever.. Suppose you || 
should refuse their demand, and claim the whole | 
for yourselves: that would be a flagrant pe 
which you would not be willing that I should mA 
poe would occur. But if you did, what would 
e the consequence? A State north and a State 
south, and all the States, north and south, would 
be nee to grasp at and seize this ene 
and to get all of it that they could. That would 
be the struggle, and you would have war; and | 
not only disunion, but all these fatal consequences 


would follow from your refusal now to permit || 





slavery to exist, to recognize it as existing, on the 
southern side of the proposed line, while you give 
to the people there the right to exclude it when 
they come to form a State government, if such 
should be their will and pleasure. 

Now, gentlemen, in view of this subject, in 
view of the mighty consequences, in view of the 
great events which are present before you, and of 
the mighty consequences which are just now to 
take effect, is it not better to settle the question | 
by a division upon the line of the Missouri com- 
promise? For thirty years we lived quietly and 

rneacefully under it. Our people, North and 

outh, were accustomed to look at it as a proper 
and just line. 
it then to preserve the peace of the country. Now 

ou see this Union in the most imminent danger. 
ldoclars to you that it is my solemn conviction 
that unless something be done, and something 
equivalent to this proposition, we shall be a sep- 
arated and divided people in six months from this | 


Can we not do so again? We did || 


| South, ought 
| this line which will leave to you on the north 





time. That is my firm conviction. There is no | 
man here who deplores it more than I do; but it 
is my sad and melancholy conviction that that | 
will be the consequence. I wish you to realize | 
fully the danger. I wish you to realize fully the 
consequences which are to follow. You can give 
increased stability to this Union; you ean give it 
an existence, a glorious existence, for great and 
glorious centuries to come, by now setting it 
upon a permanent basis, recognizing what the 
South considers as its rights; and this is the 
greatest of them all: it is that you should divide | 
the territory by this line and allow the people 
south of it to have slavery when they are ad- 
mitted into the Union as States, and to have it | 
during the existence of the territorial govern- | 
ment. Thatisall. Is it not the cheapest price 
at which such a blessing as this Union was ever | 


purchased? You think, perhaps, or some of you, || 


that there is no danger, that it will but thunder | 
and pass away. Do not entertain such a fatal | 
I tell you it is not so. I tell you that 
as sure as we stand here disunion will progress. | 


I fear it may swallow up even old Kentucky in || 


its vortex—as true a State to the Union as yet 
exists in the whole Confederacy—unless some- | 
thing be done; but that you will have disunion, 
that anarchy and war will follow it, that all this | 
will take place in six months, I believe as confi- | 
dently as I believe in your presence. I want to 








ge of the fact. 
Mr. President, I rise to suggest another con- | 
sideration. I have been surprised to find, upona 
little examination, that when the peace of 1783 
was made, which recognized the independence of 
this country by Great Britain, the States northof 
Mason and Dixon’s line had buta territory of one 
hundred and sixty-four thousand square miles, 
while the States south of Mason and Dixon’s line 
had more than six hundred thousand square miles. 
{t was so divided. Virginia shortly afterwards | 
ceded to the United States all that noble territory | 
northwest of the Ohio river, and excluded slavery 
from it. That changed the relative proportion of 
territory. After that, the North had four hundred 


1a and twenty-five thousand square miles, and the || 
political calamities to the people of || South three hundred and eighty-five thousand. 
nM and the disunionists come, the sep- || Thus, atonce, by the concession of Virginia, the | 
States come, and demand or take their || North, fromone hundredand sixty-four thousand, 


rose to four hundred and twenty-five thousand | 
square miles, and the South fell from six hundred | 





| 


' cost of itin a 


| : : : i] : 
| southern side of the line which 1 have proposed. || thousand to three hundred and eighty-five thou- 


sand square miles. By that cession the South be- 
came smaller in extent than the North. Well, 
let us look beyond. I intend to take up as Jittle 
time as possible, and to avoid details; but take all 
your subsequent acquisitions of Florida, of Lou- 
isiana, of Oregon, of ‘Texas, and the acquisitions 
made from Mexico. They have been so divided 
and so disposed of that the North has now two 
millions, two hundred thousand square miles of 
territory, and the South has lessthan one million. 

Under these circumstances, when you have been 
so greatly magnified—I do not complain of it, I 
am stating facts—when your section has been 
made so mighty by these great acquisitions, and 
to a great extent with the perfect consent of the 
ou to hesitate now upon adopting 


side of it nine hundred and odd thousand square 
miles, and leave to the South only two hundred 
and eighty-five thousand? It will give you three 
times as much as it will give her. ‘There is three 
times as much land in your portion as in hers, 
The South has already occupied some of it, and 
itis in States; but altogether the South gets by 
this division two hundred and eighty-five thou- 
sand square miles, and the North nine hundred 
thousand. The result of the whole of it is, that 
the North has two million two hundred thousand 
square miles and the South only one million. 

I mention this a¥ no reproach, as no upbraid- 
ing, as no complaint—none at all. I do not 
speak in that spirit; I do not address you in that 
temper. But these are the facts, and they ought, 
it seems to me, to have some weight; and when 
we come to make a peace-offering, are we to count 
it, are we to measure it nicely in golden scales ? 
You get a price, and the dearest price, for all! the 
concession asked to be made—you have the firmer 
establishment of your Union; you have the restor- 
ation of peace and tranquillity, and the hopes of 
a mighty future, all secured by this concession. 
How dearly must one individual, or two individ- 
uals, or many individuals, value their private 


| opinions if they think them more important to 


the world than this mighty interest of the Union 
and Government of the United States! 

Sir, it is a cheap sacrifice. It isa glorious sac- 
rifice. This Union cost a great deal to establish 
it; it cost the yielding of much of public opinion 
and much of policy, besides the direct or indirect 

I the war to establish the independ- 
ence of this country. When it was done, Gen- 
eral Washington himself said, Providence has 
helped us, or we could not have accomplished 
this thing. And this gift of our wisest men; this 
great work of their hands; this work in the found- 
ation and the structure of which Providence him- 
self, with his benignant hand, helped—are we to 
give it all up for such small considerations? The 
present exasperation; the present feeling of dis- 
union, is the result of a long-continued contro- 
versy on the subject of slavery and of territory. 
I shall not attempt to trace that controversy; itis 
unnecessary to the occasion, and might be harm- 
ful. In relation to such controversies, I will say, 
though, that all the wrong is never on one side, 
or all the right on the other. Right and wrong, 
in this world, and in all such controversies, are 
mingled together. 1 forbear now anydiscussion 
or any reference to the rightor wrong of the con- 
troversy, the mere party controversy ; butin the 
progress of party, we now come to a point where 
party ceases to deserve consideration, and the 
preservation of the Union demands our highest 
and our greatestexertions, To preserve the Con 
stitution of the country is the nghest duty of the 
Senate, the highest duty of Congress—to preserve 
itand to perpetuate it, that we may hand down 
the glories which we have ree*ived to our chil- 
dren and to our posterity, and 1o generations far 
beyonéus, Weare, Senators, in positions where 
history is to take notice of the course we pursue. 

History is to record us. Is it to record that 
when the destruction of the Union was imminent; 
when we saw it tottering to its fali; when we saw 
brothers arming their hands for hostility with one 
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another, we stood quarreling about pointe of party 





sanctify and to consecrate by appealing to our | 
conscience as the source of them? 
allow such fearful catastrophies to occur while we 
stand trifling away our time? While we stand 
thus, showing our inferiority to the great and | 
mighty dead, showing our inferiority to the high 
positions which we occupy, the country may + 
destroyed and ruined; and to the amazement of all 
the world, the great Republic may fall prostrate 
and in ruins, carrying with it the very hope of | 
that liberty which we have heretofore enjoyed; 
carrying with it, in place of the peace we have 


SS ruts = 
politics; nbout questions which we attempted to ! 


Are we to || 


enjoyed, nothing but revolution and havoc and | 


anarchy. Shall it be said that we have allowed all | 
these evils to come upon our country, while we 
were engaged in the petty and small disputes and 
debates to which I have referred? Can it be that 





templated only to reach to an explanation of this 
resolution. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- | 


Rick in the chair.) 
resolution to be read ? 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir; 1 ‘ask that it | 


be read to the Senate. 
Mr. GREEN. 


consideration of the special order. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to present this || 
resolution now to the Senate; and I ask that it || 


may be read and printed. 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 


|| will report the resolution. 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 


| Ajoint resolution (8. No. 50) proposing certain amendments 


to the Constitution of the United States. 
Whereas serious and alarming dissensions have arisen 


| between the northern and southern States, concerning the 


our name is to rest in history with this everlast- || 


ing stigma and blot upon it? 

Sir, | wish to God it was in my power to pre- 
serve this Union by renouncing or agreeing to | 
give up every conscientious and other opinion. I | 
might not be able to discard it from my mind; I 
am under no obligation to do that. 1 may retain 


rights and security of the rights of the slaveholding States, 
and especially thejr rights in the common territory of the 
United States; and whereas it is eminently desirable and 
proper that these dissensions, which now threaten the very 
existence of this Union, should be permanently quicted and 
settled by constitutional provisions, which shall do equal 


| justice to all sections, and thereby restore to the people 
| that peace and good-will which ought to prevail between 
| all the citizens of the United States: Therefore, 


the opinion, but if I can do so great a good as to || 


preserve my countr 


and give it peace, and its | 


institutions and its Union stability, I will forego | 


any action upon my opinions, Well now my 
friends, [addressing the Republican Senators, | that 
is all that isasked of you. Consider it well, and 
I do not distrust the result. As to the rest of this 
body, the gentlemen from the South, I would say 
to them, can you ask more than this? Are you 
bent on revolution, bent on disunion? God for- 
bid it. I cannot believe that such madness pos- 
eesses the American people. This gives reason- 
able satisfaction. I can speak with confidence 
only of my own State. Old Kentucky will be 
satisfied with it, and she will stand by the Union 
and die by the Union if this satisfaction be given. 
Nothing shall seduce her. The clamor of no rev- 
olution, the seductions and temptations of no rev- 


olution, will tempt her to move one step. She | 


has stood always by the side of the Constitution; 
she has always been devoted to it, and is thisday. 
Give her this satisfaction, and I believe all the 
States of the South that are not desirous of dis- 
union as a. better thing than the Union and the 
Constitution, will be satisfied and will adhere 
to the Union, and we shall go on again in our 
great career of national prosperity and national 
glory. 

But, sir, it is not necessary for me to speak to 
vou of the consequences that will follow disunion. 
Who of us is not proud of the greatness we have 
achieved? Disunion and separation destroy that 

reatness. Once disunited, we are no ogee great. 

he nations of the earth who have looked upon 
you asa formidable Power, a mighty Power, and 
rising to untold and immeasurable greatness in 
the future, willscoffat you. Your flag, that now 
claims the respectof the world, that protects Amer- 
ican property in every port and harbor of the 
world, that protects the rights of your citizens 
everywhere, what will become of it? What be- 
comes of its glorious influence? It is gone; and 
with it the protection of American citizens and 
property. ‘To say nothing of the national honor 
which it displayed to all the world, the protection 
of your rights, the protection of your property 
abroad is gone with that national flag, and we are 
hereafter to conjure and contrive different flags 
for our different republics according to the fever- 
ish fancies of revolutionary patriots and disturbers 
of the peaw of the world. No, sir; I want to 
follow no such flag. 1 want te preserve the union 
of my country. We have it in our power to do 
so, and we are responsible if we do not do it. 

i do not despair of the Republic. When I see 
before me Senators of so much intelligence and 
so much patriotism, who have been so honored 
by their country, sent here as the guardians of 
that very union which is now in question, sent 
here as the guardians of our national rights, and 
ag guardians of that national flag, | cannot de- 
spair; I cannot despond. I cannot but believe that 
they will find some means of reconciling and ad- 
justing the rights of all parties, by concessions, 
if necessary, SO as to preserve and give more sta- 
bility to the country and to its institutions, 

Mr. President, I have occupied more time than 


lintended. My remarke were designed and con- | 
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Resoived by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of both Houses concurring,) ‘That the following arti- 
cles be, and are bereby, proposed and submitted as ainend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, which shall 


| be valid to all intents and purposes, as part of said Consti- 
| tution, when ratified by conventions of three fourths of the 


several States: 

ArtIcce 1. In allthe territory of the United States now 
held, or hereafter acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30’, 
slavery or involuntary servitude, except as a punishment 
for crime, is prohibited while such territory shall remain 
under territorial government. In all the territory south of 
said line of latitude, slavery of the African race is hereby 
recognized as existing, and shall not be interfered with by 
Congress, but shall be protected as property by all the de- 
partments of the territorial government during its contin- 
uanece. And when any Territory, north or south of said 
line, within such boundaries as Congress may prescribe, 
shall contain the population requisite for a member of Con- 
gress according to the then Federal ratio of representation 
of the people of the United States, it shall, if its form of 
governinent be republican, be admitted into the Union, on 
an equal footing with the original States, with or without 
slavery, as the constitution of such new State may provide. 

Art. 2. Congress shall have no power toabolish slavery 
in places under its exciusive jurisdiction, and situate within 
the limits of States that permit the holding of slaves. 

Art. 3. Congress shall have no power to abolish slavery 
within the District of Columbia, so long as it exists in the 
adjoining States of Virginia and Maryland, or either, nor 
without the consent of the inhabitants, nor without just 
compensation first nade tosuch owners of slaves as do not 
consent to such abolishment. Nor shall Congress at any 
time prohibit officers of the Federal Government, or mem- 
bers of Congress, whose duties require them to be in said 
District, from bringing with them their slaves, and holding 
them as such during the time their duties may require them 
to remain there, and afterwards taking them froin the Dis- 
trict. 

Art. 4. Congress shall have no power to prohibit or hin- 
der the transportation of slaves trom one State to another, 
or toa Territory in which slaves are by law permitied to 
be held, whether that transportation be by land, navigable 
rivers, or by the sea. 

Art. 5. That in addition to the provisions of the third 
paragraph of the second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution of the United States, Congress shall have 
power to provide by Jaw, and it shall be its duty so to pro- 
vide, that the United States shall pay to the owner who 
shall apply for it, the full value of his fugitive slave in all 
cases when the marshal or other officer whose duty it was 
to arrest said fugitive was prevented from so doing by vio- 
lence or intimidation, or when, after arrest, said fugitive 
was rescued by force, and the owner thereby prevented and 
obstructed in the pursuit of his remedy for the recovery of 
his fugitive slave under the said clause of the Constitution 
and the laws made in pursuance thereo?, And in allsuch 
cases, when the United States shal! pay for such fugitive, 
they shall have the right, in their own name, to sue the 
county in which said violence, intimidation, or rescue was 
committed, and to recover from it, with interest and dam- 
ages, the amount eS by thein for said fugitiveslave. And 
the said county, after it has paid said amount to the United 
States, may, for its indemnity, sue and recover from the 
wrong-dvers or rescuers by whom the owner was prevented 
from the recovery of his fugitive slave, in like manner as 
the owner himself might bave sued and recovered. 

Art. 6. No future amendment of the Constitution shall 
affect the five preceding articles; nor the third paragraph 
of the second section of the first article of the Constitution ; 
nor the third paragraph of the second section of the fourth 
article of said Constitution ; and no amendment shall be 
made to the Constitution which shall authorize or give to 
Congress any power to abolish or interfere with slavery in 
any of the States by whose laws it is, or may be, allowed 
on pent’. ; 

d whereas, also, besides those causes of dissension em- 
braced in the foregoing amendments proposed to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, there are others which come 
within the jurisdiction of Congress, and may be remedied 
by its legislative power; and whereas it is the desire of 
Congress, as far as its power will extend, to remove all just 
cause for the popular discontent and agitation which now 
disturb the peace of the country, and threaten the stability 
of its institutions: Therefore, 





GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Does the Senator desire the | 


The hour has arrived for the || 





December i8, 





] 1. Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives of 
|, the United States of America in Congress assembled, "| hat 
|| the laws now in force for the recovery of fugitive slayes 
|| are in strict pursuance of the plain and mandatory provis 
ions of the Constitution, and have been sanctioned as , alid 
|} and constitutional by the judgment of the Supreme Court 
|| of the United States; tat the slaveholding States are enti- 
| tled to the faithful observance and execution of those Jay-« 
and that they ought not to be repealed, or so modified or 
changed as to impair their efficiency; and that laws ought 
|| to be made for the punishment of those who attempt * 
| rescue of the slave, or other illegal means, to hinder or 
| defeat the due execution of said laws. 

2. That all State laws which conflict with the fagitiye 
slave acts of Congress, or any other constitutional acts of 
|| Cougress, or which, in their operation, impede, hinder, or 
delay the free course and due execution of any of said gots 
are nui! and void by the plain provisions of the Constitutio, 
of the United States; yet those State laws, void as they 
are, have given color to practices, and led to consequences 
which have obstructed the due administration and execy. 
tion of acts of Congress, and especially the acts for the de- 
livery of fugitive slaves, and have thereby contributed much 
to the discora and commotion now prevailing. Congress 
therefore, in the present perilous juncture, does not deem 
it improper, respectfully and earnestly to recommend the 
repeal of those laws to the several States which have en- 
acted them, or such legislative corrections or explanations 
| of them as may prevent their being used or perverted to 
| such mischievous purposes. 

3. Thatthe act of the 18th of September, 1850, common!y 
called the fugitive slave law, ought to be so amended as to 
make the fee of the commissioner, mentioned in the eight) 
section of the act, equal in amount in the cases decided by 
him, whether his decision be in favor of or against the 
claimant. And toavoid misconstruction, the last clause of 
the fifth section of said act, which authorizes the person 
holding a warrant for the arrest or detention of a fugitiy: 
slave, to summon to his aid the posse comitatus, and which 
declares it to be the duty of all good citizens to assist })im 
in its execution, ought to be so amended as to expressly 
limit the authority and duty to cases in which there shal 
be resistance or danger of resistance or rescue. 

4. That the laws for the suppression of the African slave 
trade, and especially those prohibiting the importation of 
slaves in the United States, cught to be made effectual, and 
ought to be thoroughly executed; and all further enact- 
ments necessary to those ends ouglit to be promptly made. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is upon ordering the resolution to be printed. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator give way for 
a moment? There is aspecial order for to-day— 
the bill for the admission of Kansas into the Union. 
I do not desire to call it up to-day, but merely to 
postpone it until next Tuesday. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to occupy the time of 
the Senate but a very few minutes, and [—— 

‘ Mr.GREEN. There will be no debate on the 
ill. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I take it, sir, the special 
order must be called up, whether a Senator has 
the floor or not; it is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire yield the floor to the 
Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 call for the special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes the 
duty of the Chair to announce as the first busi, 
ness in order the bill of the House of Represeut- 
atives No, 23, for the admission of Kansas into 
the Union, and that bill is now before the Senav. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I move to postpone it 
until Tuesday next at one o’clock. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to suggest to the 
' gentleman the effect of thatmotion. Next Tues- 
day will be Christmas day, and we shall not be 
in session. Let us say Wednesday. ; 

Mr. GREEN. I have got a special order for 
Wednesday—territorial business. 
| Mr. COLLAMER. ‘Say Monday. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; I will say Monday 
| next, 
| Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, when this 








| 
bill was made the special order for to-day, the 
entleman gave notice that he should probaly 
a cause to move a postponement of it. | do 
not propose to take time with it, but I mere'y 
wish it understood now, once for all, as regards 
this postponement to Monday next, that at tat 
time the subject will be disposed ‘of. 
Mr. HALE. Next Monday? 
Mr. COLLAMER. Yes, sir; that next Mon- 
day there will be definite action upon it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen 
ator from Missouri insist on his motion to post 
one the further consideration of the bill wot! 
uesday next? 
Mr. GREEN. Notat all; lam perfectly will- 
ing to agree to Monday. : at 
| The RESIDING OFFICER. Jt is moved ‘0 
postpone the further consideration of the bill to 
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srovide for the admission of Kansas into the 
Minion until Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, whatever may be 


. . = 
thought of the wisdem or the expediency of the 


_ ae 


i 


remedies proposed by the honorable Senator from 1] 


Kentuck y—— 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not wish to interfere 


| how the Senator from New Hampshire got the 


with the Senator from New Hampshireybut as || 


we have been acting upon the rules of the Senate, 
and as there is another special order taking pri- 
ority, I think it but proper that that should be 
taken up, so as to preserve the regularity of pro- 
ceedings. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jounson] is entitled to the floor on another special 
order. c i 
is entitled to it, unless he waives his right. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


I tried to get it, but failed. He certainly || 


remark to the Senator from New Hampshire that | 
there is no question before the Senate. The busi- | 
ness upon which he proposed to found some | 


remarks was superseded by the special order 
assigned for one o’clock to-day. 

Mr. HALE. That was postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir; and 


there is no question now before the Senate, and it | 
becomes the duty of the Chair to call up the spe- | 


cial order indicated by the Senator from Illinois, 
which is the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Chair be good enotgh 
to say how many special orders there are, so that 
we can dispose of them all at once? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 


not aware of the number of special orders on the 


Calendar. 
Mr. HALE. I move to postpone them all. 
Mr. YULEE. I suggest that we postpone the 
special order for a few moments by general con- 
sent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


|| was not made by the Senator from Tennessee, 


| from New Hampshire perhaps did not understand 


been done. 


state thatthere is no other special order for to-day. | 


Mr. HALE. Then I move to postpone it until 
to-morrow. 


Mr. BIGLER. Do I understand the Senator 


from New Hampshire to move to postpone the | 
consideration of the resolution of the Senator from | 


Kentucky ? 1 hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will withdraw that motion. 


Mr. HALE. Have I the floor, Mr. President? | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Then, sir, I will submit the very 
few remarks I propose to make upon that motion, 
and I do not propose to say much; very little. 
What I propose to say relates to the proposition 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky. I was 
about to say whatever might be thought of the 
wisdom—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to a question of order. 
My object is not to embarrass the Senator from 
New Hampshire, but I think it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire yield the floor? 

Mr. HALE. Only upon a question of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to a question of order. 
I rose simply to preserve the order of business. 
If the Senate proposes to postpone it, very well; 
but I understand the motion to postpone is not 
a debatable question. As regards the priority of 
business, I suppose the unfinished business comes 





up, and the Senator from Tennessee is entitled to | 


the floor, unless he waives it. Iam willing to 
postpone it if it is the wish of the Senate, but I 
want the order of business preserved according to 
the rule. 

_Mr. HALE. On the question of order, I would 
like to have the judgment of the Chair whether a 
motion to postpone is debatable. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


| here, occasioned by the attempt to enforce strictly 


understands that the rule has been construed not | 
to allow discussion upon the merits of the ques- | 


hon; but it has been usual in the Senate to allow 
the Senator time to state his reasons why he wants 
the order postponed; and in that view the Sena- 
tor can do so, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. To relieve the 


nate from the difficulty ia which it seems to be | 


involved, I think the business had better come up 
in regular order. 


Iam entitled to the floor when |! 


that comes up; and if the Senator desires to con- | 


sume but a few minutes, I will yield him the floor 
for a short time, 


Mr. HALE. [ am much obliged to the Senator. 


| orable Senator from Illinois; but Iam afraid that 


|| the floor that expectations may have been excited 


| motive, the integrity, the disinterestedness, and 


ii 


| from Kentucky to have the question taken upon 


jects, and he himself is the only man that objects 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order 
for the Senator from New Hampshire to state the | 
reasons why he wants it postponed. 

Mr. HALE. The reason why I wish it post- | 
poned is this 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I want to know 





floor to make the motion, when I was upon the 
floor? 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Thatquestion 


and the Senator rose from his seat and was recog- 
nized by the Chair. According to strict parlia- 
mentary rule, the Senator from Tennessee, when 
the regular business is up, is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. HALE. Well, sir, he may take it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The Senator 


me. I wanted business to proceed in its regular 
order; and then I said I would waive a few mo- 
ments of my time if he wished to say anything 
to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, Ido not know that I care 
about it. 

The PRES!DING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Tennessee is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I beg leave to ask the 
Senator from Tennessee to allow me simply to 
have a motion made for printing the resolutions 

I have offered. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 


Certainly. 


I believe that has already 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that that motion has been agreed to, 
and the resolutions have been ordered to be | 
printed. 

Mr. HALE. 
put. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I believe the 
Senator from New Hampshire is right. The 
motion was not put. Does the Senator from 


No, sir, that question was not 


poses, and I do not ee om to discuss it. 


SSS ssa 





Tennessee yield the floor to allow the Senator 


the motion to print his resolutions? 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Certainly. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. There is some confusion 


the rules of the Senate. Now, if the Senate will 
indulge me for one moment, I will state how I 
think it may be obviated. The hour for calling 
up the special order passed while the Senator 
from Kentucky was on the floor, every one de- 
siring to hear him conclude his remarks. The | 
Senator from New Hampshire has but a word to 
say, as I understand, and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee is quite willing that he should say it. It 
seems to me that as we have passed the hour, the 
Senator from New ifampshire might be permitted 
to say his word or two, and we go on regularly 
with the business. We have already lost more 
time in this attempt to enforce the strict rule than 
it would have taken to hear him twice over, as I | 
understand him. I hope the Senate will allow | 
him to say the few words he wishes to say, [‘* cer- | 
tainly,’’) and then the Senator from Tennessee 
will proceed, as I understand he is willing that 
the Senator from New Hampshire should pursue 
that course. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
tinctly that I would consent to that. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is nobody objecting 
to the Senator from New Hampshire now speak - 
ing but himself. The Senator from Tennessee 
has yielded the floor to him, no other Senator ob- 





I stated dis- | 


now to his speaking. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, I am ex- 
ceedingly obliged to the Senate, and to the hon- 
orable Senator from Tennessee, and to the hon- 





there has been so much fuss about my getting on 


that | propuse to makea speech, when I do not in- 
tend any such thing; but I simply rose in my place 
for the purpose of saying that whatever might be 
thought of the wisdom, or the practicability, or 
the expediency of the remedy suggested by the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirt- 
TENDEN,] nobody would doubt the purity of his 


the fervor of his patriotism. Everybody accords || 
to him that, whatever may be thought of the || 
value or the practicability of the remedy he pro- || 


| orexpects to be paid for it. 
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I rise 








for a simple purpose, which I will state. 

A few days since when the honorable Senator 
from New York (Mr. Kuve] proposed an amend- 
ment to the resolution introduced by the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Powe... | 
and the hénorable Senator from Connecticut, not 
now in his seat, [Mr. Fester,} made some re- 
marks expressive of his sympathy with the views 
of the Senator from New York, an honora! 
Sengtor from Louisiana, now in my eye, [Mr. 
BENJAMIN,] arose, and [ thought with great per- 
tinency and propriety suggested that, for the pur- 
pose of informing himself as to the state of public 
sentiment here, and among the people that 
represent, he desired to know—I cannot state | 
very words; but I think I state the substar 
what he said, and if | do not, { should be glad to 
be corrected—he desired to know what wa 
tended by the motion of the honorable Se: ’ 
from New York; and further than that, in a ikke 
spirit of candid inquiry, seeking for informs 
at that time, he would like also to have the vi 
of the Senator from Connecticut upon the sa 
subject. Now, sir, stand here in precisely 
situation; seeking for information. 

I listened last week, with a good deal of pl: 
ure, to the long, able, erratic speech of the d 
tinguished Senator from Texas, right before me, 
(Mr. Wicratu.] If it had no other merit—and 
I do not mean to say that it had not a great many 
others—it was explicit. [ understood it; 1 un 
derstood what he wants, what he expects, what 
he demands; and the way it was put to us was 
that we, northern men representing the succes 
ful party—he appealed to several of us here whom 
he designated as representative men, and ev 
went so low as to name so humble an individual 
as myself among them—he said we must go home 
and teach our people certain things. Ido not 
remember all that he said; | have a general im- 
pression of it, and I suppose his words can ! 
found in the chronicles of the body—reported in 
the Globe. 

I have also listened to the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky (Mr. Crittrenpen] to-day; and 
from my recollection of the speech of the honm 
able Senater from Texas, ‘ind comparing it with 
that of the honorable Senator from Kentucky to- 
day, I should judge, as the old theologians say, 
that they do not belong to the same ‘ see”’ of pol 
ities. ‘The demands which are put forth to-day 
as being sufficient to produce quiet, restore har- 
mony, and preserve ‘* this glorious Union,” a: 
of an sitivity different character from those pro- 
posed by the honorable Senator from Texas. T)i 
honorable Senator from Texas spoke for the Union 
wing of his party. My desire is to know which 
of these two distinguished Senators represen! 
the demands that are to be made upon our people 
at home in order to secure this Union; because it 
has been said, and well said, that we cannot do 
here; it must be done by our people. Well, sir, 
in the communication which I have with the pe: 
ple that I represent, when I talk to them and r 
resent to them that if they accede to the prop: 
tions and demands made by the honorable Senat 


iS 


| from Kentucky to-day, the Union may be pir 


served and harmony restored, and some one th 
gets up and flings in my face the eloquent specc! 
of the Senator from Texas, altogether differen! 
its demands, and covering a vastly broader fic!« 
of concession, I want to know whether then | 
may be permitted to say, ‘‘ the honorable Senato: 
from Kentucky represents the real, genuine, bon 
fide sentiments of the Union-loving people of t 
South; and the honorable Senator from Tex» 
where he differs from him, does not;’’ or shal! j 
be compelled to say that the patriotic effusion | 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky is simp!|y 
the effusion of his own benevolent and patrio 
heart, but does not embody the demands and seu- 
timents of the southern people, and that they are 
more correctly presented in the speech of the hou- 
orable Senator from Texas? 

Now, sir, this is what I want to know—not that 
I wish to flatter gentlemen that either the one or 
the other will be acceptable to the people whom 
I represent. I donot know. The honorable Sea- 
ator from Texas says he never gives his vpinion 
unless itis asked; and not then, unless be is paid, 
{[Laughter.] Well, 
sir, my opinion has not been asked, nor do | 
expect any pay. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Tenne e. Mr. President, 
ly stsayt tl did notexy t the Senator from 
N H to: quite so exter a 
d my f Ile only desired a few mo- 

; i y | way of explanation, I 
! f; and he has con ed well nigh one 
hour. dtis now nearly two o’clock 

Vir. HALE. | bee pard 

Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘J I havea r= 

stion to make to the Senat Lam exeeedi 

x1ous that ymimiittes uld be ap l, 
i | i lw? Worl hou | 0D commer ad V\ é 
i ist, ought to make an effort to save th oun- 
try, if we can, and | ,unwilline te oeeu in 
‘ le that would scem to dela 
é ! it could | | 1 by th 
it would meet the pleasure of t 
propose that the resolution any 
i a d, t thre ret 
d be made, and then let the joint 
! luuon which | introdueed, proposing amend- 
meuts to the Constitution, come up and take the 
place of it: and those who want to make speech 
ou , can make them on that jolt res- 
olution a citimately as on the pending resolu- 
tion. That Wil save time, It will show the 

untry that we are willing to go to work. Th 
other r ution can take the same place and Open 
the field of discussion as wide as any one can 
a u- pe there will be no objection to the 

yn of the resolution appointing the com- 
gil 





Nir. DOUGLAS. IT hope that course will be 
: 


}) [ think it will expedite business. I, for 
‘ ‘ } chon & ‘ | Boe ap 
‘ sll nd t da the Senate on this subject, 


id Lt should be gY d to « Xp dite business by the 





appolmtment of the committee: and | hope there 
will be unanimous consent to that course. 

Mr. JOUNSON, of Tennessee. If the resolu- 
tion be adopted with the understanding that the 
jolnt resolution shall then come before the Senate 


and take its place, the committee can have all the 


| S + ¢ } ] ’ ° " . 
Pp POSILIONS Veiore them, and MaKe Some progress 


Mr. COLLAMER. I merely suggest to the 
gentleman that these various sets of resolutions 
Which gentlemen present as containing projets 


for the consideration of the committee are all 
i 


expect a,j suppose, to go to that committee, 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. All, with the 
exception of one, W hich is a yotnt re solution, It 
was for the purpose of expediting business that 
J made the suggestion. I desire that the joint 
! ition introduced by me should remain before 
the Senate. It may go to the committee at some 
future time, if it should be the pleasure of the 


i ° 
Mr. COLLAMER. I misunderstood the gen- 
tleman. I thought he reserved the discussion on 
all the resolutions at the same time that the reso- 
1 
‘ 





¢ before the committee. 
ING OFFICER. The question 
option of the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. GWIN.. If we are going to vote on that 
resolution, | should like to know whether the 
amcudment of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Kina] is pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands not. 
Mr. POWELL. It is withdrawn. 
Mr. GWIN. Then I am in favor of the reso- 
luti: 
The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. FITCH. There is no resolution for tl 


ppointment of the committee. I move that thie 
( 


, 


yn. 
] 


a 
V 
the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OF TITE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. What is the 

roposition now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
question now pending 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Then I move 
that the joint resolution that I introduced som 
days since be now taken up. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 48) proposing amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
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strom the compact, to which the States are par 
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y) leclared by that resolution which is 
ymany in speechesand publications 

le through the country. Now,let Mr. Madison 
lumself as to what he meant by that 

Mr. Madison, in his report upon 

and states expressly 
word ** States’? 1s use d, 


3° 


ive’’ js used. 


: . . 
i iseolory of 


yroader and mor 
sown will, has th 


asure of redress. 


intions, goes on 

resolution the 
line the word * ré 
| says: 


Jigippears to your committee to be a plain principle, 





spec 
i 
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li “* Nicnoxas P. Trust.’ 


December 18, 


of Mr. Madison, writt 


, illustrated by 
the nature ol 


founded in 
tice, and essential t 


common sense common prac I have another letter 


{ 
' compacts, that, where in 1833, sustaining and carrying out th 
resort can be had to no tribunal superior to the authority ol i : ‘ pn +i ae 
parties, the parties themselves must be the righthul judges, Interpretatlon of lonsof W7Isand | 





in the last resort, whether the bargain made has been pur I desire to read some ext from u 
sued or violated Phe Constitution of the United states Mr. Madison says: 

Was formed by the sanction of the States, given by each F 

in its sovereign capacity It adds to the stability and dig “Much use has been made of the term * respec 
nity, as well as to the authority of the Constitution, that it the third resolution of Virginia, whieh assert. ih 


the States, incase of sufficient magnitude, to interpos 

maintaining within their respective limits the authori 

&c., appertaining to them; the term ‘respective’ being 

strued to mean a constitutional right in eack Slate, sepa 

rately, to decide on and resist by force encroachments 

Within its limits. <A foresight or apprehension of the mis 
coustruction might easily have guarded againstit. But, to 
say nothing of the distinction between ordinary and extreme 
cases, it is Observable that in this. as in other instances 
throughout the resolutions, the plural number (States) i 
used in reterring to them; thata concurrence and cox pera 
uon of all might well be contemplated in interpositions t 
effecting the objects within reach; and that the langua 
of the closing resolution corresponds with this view o. t 

}| third. ‘The course of reasoning in the reporton the r 
lutions required the distinction betweeu @ State and ¢ 
States. 

“it surely does not follow, from the fact of the State 
rather the people embodied in them, having, as partir 
the constitutional compact, no tribunal above them, thar 
in controverted meanings of the compact, a minority of (ie 
parties can rightfully decide against the majority, still | 
that a single party can decide against the rest, and as litt! 
that it can at will) withdraw itself altogether from its cous 
pact with the rest. 
“The characteristic distinction between free gover: 

| ments and governments not free, is that the torme 

| founded on conspact, not between the governmentand 

tor Whom it acts, but among the parties creating th 

ernment. Each of these being equal, neither can have i 

right to say that the compact has been violated and a 

solved than every other has to deny the fact, and to in 

on the execution of the bargain. An interenee frou 

doctrine that a single State has a right to seeede at w 

from the rest, is that the rest would have an equal viz 

secede from it; in other words to turn it, against i- 

out of its union with them. Such a doctrine would 

till of late, have been palatable anywhere, and nowhet 

so than where it is now most contended for.”’ 


rests on this legitimate and solid foundation. ‘The States, 
then, being the parties to the constitutional compact, and 
in their sovereign capacity, it follows of necessity, that 
there can be no tribunal above their authority, to decide, 
in the last resort, whether the compact made by them be 
violated; and, consequently, that, as the parties to it, they 
must themselves [that is the States] decide, in the last re 
sort, such questions as may be of sufficient magnitude to 
require their interpositon.”’ 





** The States’’ is the idea that is kept up through 
the report. He further remarks: 

“But the resolution has done more than guard against 
misconstruction, by expressly referring to cases of a delib- 
erate, palpable, and dangerous nature. It specifies the ob- 
ject of the interposition, which it contemplates to be solely 
that of arresting the progress of the evil of usurpation, and 
of maintaining the authorities, rights, and liberties apper- 
taining to the States, as parties to the Constitution.’ 


Now we find, by the examination of this sub- 
ject, that Mr. Madison, in his report, explains it, 
and repudiates the idea that a State, as a member 
of the compact, has a right to judge of an infrac- 
tion of the Constitution or any other grievance, 
and, upon its own volition, withdraw from the 
Confederacy. I will here read a letter of Mr. 
Madison to Nicholas P. Trist, in explanation of 
this very proposition: 

** MONTPELIER, December 23, 1832. 

“Dear Sir: Thavereceived vours of the 19th, inclosing 
some South Carolina papers. There are in one of them some 
interesting views of the doctrine of secession, among which 
one that had occurred to me, and which for the first time [ || 
have seen in print, namely: thatif one State ean at will 
withdraw trom the Others, the others can withdraw from 
her, and turn her, no/entem volentem, out of the Union. | 

* Until of late there is not a State that would have ab 
horred such a doctrine more than South Carolina, or more 
dreaded an application of it to herself. The same may be 
said of the doctrine of nullification, which she now preaches 
as the only doctrine by which the Union can be saved. 

*f partake of the wonder that the men you name should 
view secession in the light mentioned. The essential differ- || and when all are summed up, this doctrine of 2 
ence between a tree Government and a Government not |} State, either assuming her hivhest political atti- 
tree is, that the former is founded in compact, the parties || 1 Ee enwrinn& Ss | oe | . eee 
to which are mutually and equally bound by it. Neither || tude or otherwise, having the right of he own 
of them, therefore, can have a greater right to break off || will to dissolve all connection with this Confed- 
from the bargain than the other or others have to bold him | eracy, is an absurdity, and contrary to the pla 

.s pPrts >there is a a res - os . ” a 
to it; and certainly there is nothing in the Virginia reso- intent and meaning of the Constitution of the 
lutions of 1798 adverse to this principle, which is that of y . . . . 
common sense and common justice. United States. I hold that the Coustitution of the 

“The fallacy which draws a different conclusion from United States makes no provision, as said by the 
therm lies in confounding a single party with the parties to |) President of the United States, for its own de- 
the constitutional compact of the United States. The lat ‘ ; . 

} Struc ; akes ») provis * breaking 
ter, having made the compact, may do what they will wita || arr Lon It makes ue - oh ion for breaking 
it. The former, as one of the parties, owes fidelity to it || Up the Government, and no State has the consti 
till released by consent or absolved by an intolerable abuse tutional right to secede and withdraw from the 
of the power created. In the Virginia resolutions and re- || Union. 
port the plural number (States) is in every instance used s : mH 2g a anes ; at £ ah, 
whenever reference is made to the authority which pre ‘ In July » Liss, wh - the Constitution ees 
sided over the Government.’’ United States was before the convention of New 

York for ratification, Mr. Madison was in the cits 
’ 
of New York. Mr. Hamilton, who was in 
convention, wrote a letter to Mr. Madison 
know if New York could be admitted into ti 
Union with certain reservations or conditions 
| One of those reservations or conditions was, © 
|} Mr. Hamilton says tm his letter, that they shouid 
have the privilege of receding within five or seven 
years if certain alterations and amendments wer 
not made to the Constitution of the United States. 
Mr. Madison, in reply to that letter, makes us 
of the following emphatic language, which sti 
further corroborates and carries out the idea that 
the Constitution makes no provision for break- 
ing up the Government, and that no State has a 
right to secede. Mr. Madison says: 
“New York, Sunday evening 

“My pearSir: Yours of yesterday is this instant come 
to hand; and J have but a few minutes to answer it. bam 
sorry that your situation obliges you to listen to proposi 
tions of the nature you describe. My opinion is, that 2 
| reservation of a right to withdraw if amendments be not 
ton (pp. 43 and 203, vol. 2) with respect to the power of the || decided on under the form of the Constitution within a 
old Congress to coerce delinquent States; and his reason || certain time, is a conditional ratification; that it does not 
for preferring tor the purpose a naval to a military force ; || make New York a member of the new Union, and conse 
I] 
| 


When these letters are put together they 

|| clear and conclusive. Take the resolutions; ta 
the report; take Mr. Madison’s expositions + 
them in 1832 and 1833; his letter to Mr. Tris: 
his letter to Mr. Webster; his letter to Mr. Rives: 





He says the plural is used; that ‘* States’? is the 
word that 1s use d; and when we turn to the res- 
olution we find it just as Mr. Madison states, 
thereby excluding the idea that a State can sep- 
arately and alone determine the question,and have | 
the right to secede from the Union. 





* As fam now known to have drawn those documents. 
I may say, as I do with a distinct recollection, that it was | 
intentional. It was in fact required by the course of rea 
soning employed on the occasion. The Kentucky resolu 
tions, being less guarded, have been more casily perverted. 
The pretext for the liberty taken with those of Virginia is 
the word ‘respective’ prefixed to the ‘rights, &c.’ to be | 
secured within the States. Could the abuse of the expres- || 
sion have been foreseen or suspected, the form of it would 
doubtless have been varied. But what can be more con 
sistent with common sense than that all having the rights, 
&e., should unite in contending for the security of them to 
each: 

“I Ttis remarkable how closely the nullifiers, who make 
the name ot Mr Jefferson the pedestal for their colossal | 
heresy, shut their eves and lips whenever his authority is 
ever so clearly and emphatically against them. You have |} 
noticed what he says in his letters to Monroe and Carring- |} 


and, moreover, his remark that it was not necessary to find || quently that she could not be received on that plan. Com- 
a right to coerce in the Federal articles, that being inherent || pacts must be reciprocal—this principle would not in such 
in the nature of a compact. ' a case be preserved. ‘The Constitution requires an adop- 


| tion in toto and forever.”” 


It is high time that the claim 
to secede at will should be put down by the public opinion, 
and Lam glad to sec the task commenced by one who under- | This is the language of James Madison. 
stands the subject. rE 

“f know nothing of what is passing at Richmond more | “Tt has been so adopted by the other States. 
tion for a limited time would be as defective as an adoption 


In short, any condition what 


| 

' 

| 

An adop 

than what is seen in the newspapers. You were right in || 

your foresight of the effect of passages in the late procla- || of some of the articles only. 

mation. They have proven aleaven for much fermenta- || ever must vitiate the ratification. What the new Congress, 

tion there, and created an alarm against the danger of con- 1] by virtue of the power toadmit new States, may be able iii 

solidation balancing that of disunion. | disposed to doin such case, J do not inquire, as [suppose 
“With cordial salutations, that is not the material point at present. | have not 2 mo 

ment to add more than my fervent wishes for yoursuccess 

The idea of reserving a right to withdraw 


* JAMES MADISON, 
and happiness. 





1860. 


was started at Richmond, 


and considered as a conditional 





ritification, Which was itself abandoned as worse than a 
resection. 
* Yours, JAMES MADISON, Jr.” 


[know itisclaimed, and Isee it stated in some of 
the newspapers, that Virginiaand some of the other 
States made a reservation, upon the ratification of 
the Consutution, that ce rtain conditions were an- 
nexed; that they came in upon certain conditions, 
a therefore the y hada richt, in consequence of 
those conditions, to do this or the other thing. 
Whe we examine the journal of the conven- 
tion, We find that no mention is made of any res- 
ervation on the ratification of the Constitution by 
the State of Virginia. We find that My Madison 
says, in his letter to Mr. Hamilton, that this idea 
was first mooted at Richmond, and was aban- 
doned as worse than a rejection. His letter was 
written after the ratification of the Constitution 
of the United States by the State of Virginia. 
Hence he spoke with a knowledge of the fact that 
existed, that no reservation was made; and even 
if it had been made by one of the parties, and not 
sanctioned by the other parties to the compact, 
what would it have amounted to? Then we see 
that Mr. Madison repudiates the doctrine that a 
State has the right to secede. We see that his 
resolutions admit of no such construction. We 
that Mr. Madison, in his letter to Mr. Ham- 
ilton, puts the interpretation that this Constitution 
was adopted in totoand forever, without reserva- 
tion and without condition. 

I know that the inquiry may be made, how is 
a State, then, to have redress? There is but one 
way, and that isexpressed by the people of Ten- 
You have entered into this compact; it 
was mutual; it was reciprocal; and you of your 
own volition have no right to withdraw and break 
the compact, without the consent of the other 
parties. What remedy, then, has the State? It 
has a remedy that remi ains and abides with eve ry 
people upon the face of the earth—when griev- 
ances are without a remedy, or without redress, 
when oppression becomes intolerable, they have 
the creat inherent right of revolution, and thatis 
all there is of it. 


ser 


nessee. 


Sir, if the doctrine of secession is to be carried | 


out upon the mere whim of a State, this Govern- 
ment is at an end. 
strong, or what may be called by some a consol- 
idated Government, as it is possible for a man to 
be; but while [am greatly opposed to that, | want 
a Government strong enough to preserve its own 
existence; that will not fall to pieces by its own 
weight or whenever a little dissatisfaction 
place in one of its members. 
the right to secede at will and pleasure, for real 


takes 


or imaginary evils or oppre ssions, [ repeat again, 


this Government is at an end; it is not stronger 
than a rope of sand; its own weight will tumble 
it to pieces, and it cannot exist. 
this doctrine may suit some who are engaged in 
this perilous and impending crisis that Is now 
upon us, duty to my country, duty to my State, 
and duty to my kind, re quire me toavowa doctrine 
that I believe will re sult in the preservation of the 
Government, and to repudiate one that I believe 
will result in its aaa and the consequent 
disasters to the people of the United States. 

If a State can secede at will and pleasure, and 
this doctrine is maintained, why, | ask, on the 
other hand, and as Mr.) 
his letters, cannot a majority of the States com- 
bine and reject a State out of the Confederacy ? 
Have a majority of these States, under the com- 
pact that they have made with each other, the 
right to combine and reje ct any one of the States 
from the Confederacy? They have no such right; 
the compact is reciprocal. It was ratified with- 
out reservation or condition, and it was ratified 
‘in toto and forever;’’ such is the 
James Madison; and there is but one way to get 
out of it without the consent of the parties, and 
that is, by revolution. 

I know that some touch the subject with trem- 
bling and fear. They say, here is a State that, 
perhaps by this time, ‘has seceded, or if not, she 
is on the road to secession, and we must touch 
this subject very delicately; and that if the State 
seeedes, conceding the power of the Constitution 
to her to secede, you must t - very delicately 
upon the subject of coercion. I do not believe 


the Federal Government has the power to coerce 
a State; for by the eleventh amendment of the 
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lam as much opposed to a | 


If the States have | 


Notwithstanding | 


fadison argues in one of 


language of 


‘uaabiiaiiine of the United States it is expressly 
provided that you cannot even put one of the 
State ee deracy before one of the courts 
of the country asa party. Asa State, the Fed- 
eral Government has no power to coerce it; but 
itis a member of the compact to which it agreed 
in common with the other States, and this Gov- 
ernment has the right to pass laws, and to enforce 
those laws upon individuals within the limits of 
each State. While the one proposition is clear, 
the other is equally so. ‘This Government ean, 
by the Constitution of the country and by the 
laws enacted in conform1 ty with the Constitution, 
operate upon individuals, and has the right and 
the power, not to a State, but te 
and execute the law upon ‘adiiinal s within the 
limits of a Sti ite. 

I know that the term, ‘to a State,’ is 
used in an ad captandum manner. It sover- 
elgnty thatis to be crushed! How is a State in 
the Union? What is her connection with it? All 
the connection States is 


coerce entoree 


coerce 


Ina 


has with the other 
that which is agreed upon in the compact between 
the States. I do not know whe you may 
sider it in the Union or out of th U non, or 
whether you simply consider it a connection ora 
disconnection with the States; but to the 
extent that a Stat ts aside any law 
or any provision of the Constitution, to that ex- 
tent it has dissolved its connection, and no more 
I think the States that have passed their personal 
liberty bills, in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, coming in conflict with the fugitive 
slave law, to thatextent have dissolved their con- 
nection, and to that extent it is revolution. But 
because of the free States have passed laws 
violative of the Constitution; because they have, 
to some extent, dissolved their conne cuon with 
this Government, doesthat justify us of the South 
in following that badexample? Because they have 
passed personal liberty bills, and “yet hy to that ex- 
tent, violated the compact which is reciprocal, 
shall we turn around, on the other fa ud, and vio- 
late the Constitution by coercing them to a com- 
pliance with it? Will we 
Then I come back to the starung point: let us 
stand in the Union and upon the Constitution; 
and if anybody is to leave this Union, or violate 
its guarantees, it shall be those who have taken 
the initiative, and passed their personal liberty 
bills. Lam in the inion, and intend to stay in 
it. LTintend to hold on to the Union, and the 
cuarantees under which this Union has grown; 
and [ do not intend to be driven from it, nor out 
of it, by their unconstitutional enactments. 
Then, Mr. President, suppose, for instance, that 
a fugitive is arrested in the State of Vermont to- 
morrow, and under the personal liberty bill of that 
State, or the law—I do not remember its precise 


' 
Shire 


ther con- 


other 


1 : ’ oe 
nulifies or st 


some 


do Sor 


title now—which prevents, or is intended to pre- 


vent, the faithful execution of that law, Vermont 
undertakes to rescue him, and prevent the enforce- 
ment of the law: what is it? It is nullification; it 


| is resistance to the laws of the United States, made 


in conformity with the Constitution; it is rebel- 
lion; and it is the duty of the President of the 
United States to enforce the law, at all hazards 
and to the last extremity. And, to come back to 
the premises, if the Federal Government fails or 
refuses to execute the laws made in conformity 
with the Constitution, and those States persist in 
their violation and let those unconstitutional acts 
remain upon their statute-books and carry them 
into practice; if the Government, on the one hand, 
fails to execute those laws, and those States, by 
their enactments, violate them on the other, the 
Government is at an end, and the parties are all 
released from the compact. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Will the 
dulge me one moment? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The gentleman has made 
allusion particularly to the laws of my own State. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will say to 
the Senator that his State happened to occur to 
my mind, and | of it simply by way of 
Ulustration. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
saying afew words about that subject, if the gen- 
tleman will indulge me, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, Certainly. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr, President, without 
entering Into the thread of the Senator’sremarks, 
with which f generally agree, there has been a 


gentleman in- 


spoke 





A L, GL OBE. 


I claim the privilege of 
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action of Vermon 





rood deal 


said about the 


cently, in relation to refusing to repeal ee. 
laws. Much is said about it, I see, in th 

of the South. | wish that the truth of that 1m 
ter was all known together. The whol 
should be told. I shall not oce upy a long tin 
The gentleman can have a little rest: Twill rm 
occupy agreat while. L wish that P could su 


ceed in once obtaining ashortattention of vent 
men on the other side, who seem to suppo ti 
every law concerning the colored people im th 
free States is made against the fugitive slave law 
They look at in that light; and [ see that the « 
in Vermont which is quot dis the act of Is44. ] 
see it is quoted in the Constitution newspaper as 
being of the number. When Senators spe: 
about their being in opposition to the fugit 
slave law, undoubtedly gentlemen mean the fig 
tive slave law of 1850. Now, will gentlemen bea 
in mind that that very act of Vermont was mad 
six years before that law was passed! It had 
nothing in the world to do with it. 

It should be remembered that in 1842, 
case of Prigg vs. The Commonwealth of Penusyi 
vania, the Supreme Court of the United St 
decided that the owner of a fugitive 
right to go and recapture him in the same way 
thata man might recapture any other 
property, subject to havine a suit brought about 
. afterwards. Whena man takes ahorse,a suit 

van be brought afterwards to try the title. “Th 
ime me Court decided that it would be just like 
that, provide ‘d the man,in so taking his slave, did 
not violate any State law. Now 9 I si ay itis to Lye 
borne in mind thatthe court recognized two mode 
of reclaiming fugitive slaves. One of them 1s ac- 
cording to the fugitive slave law of Congress. and 
the other is the one I have just spoken of. 
the laws that are made in my State, 
understand them, with regard to the recapture or 
reclamation of slaves, have nothing whatever to 
do with proceedings under the fugitive slave law; 


Slave bad 


personal 


~ 
sNOW, 


so faras ]} 


they relate to this other branch; this other mode 
of getting back slaves. The law was passed b 

hue the present fugitive slave law was enacied. 
Phere was a fugitive slave law in 1793; but a ly 


man who will read thisactof Vermontthat is now 
quoted, and read it inthe light of what I have now 
suggested to him, will see that it does not relat 
at all to any action under the law of Congress. It 
goes upon the basis that every State 
protect its own citizens; its own people that are 
residents of the State; those who are commoran! 
in the State, let their color be whatit may. That, 
I presume, no one willdeny. Then, when it was 
said that a man had a right to go and take his 
slave in a free State by mere Manucaption, with 
out resorting to any legal process whatever, can 
not any man have candor enough to see that 1 
was utterly impossible to protect our colored peo 
ple against those persons who are kidnappers 
He nce it was that we did what in effect the Su 


is bound to 


| epee Court of the United States invited should 


»¢ done; that is, make such laws as would 
our people in their rights against the asseruon of 
the rights of those who go to take upon their own 
strength. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 1 would ask 
the Senator, before he conclude ‘s What he has to 
say, if the le gislature of his State did not pass an 
additional law in 1858 ? 


secure 


Mr. COLLA MER. I was about to rem irk 
that there are some other laws; but the one which 
is quoted, the one which is relied upon—— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. hae lt, sir, I 
was alluding to their laws generally, the st 
the y have taken either in former times or recently > 


which come in conflict with the execution of that 


provision of the Constitution which provides foi 


the restoration of fugitive slaves. 
Mr.COLLAMER. Before I get through, th 

rentleman will hear all that I have got to say on 

that. I do not want to occupy his time much: 


but to complet mye xplanation, [ must say a lit 
tle more. [I say that if any man will read the law 
to whie h [have alluded—the one that is quoted 
in the papers—and read it in the light of ti 
decision, and in view of the facts of history, as 
they have transpired, he will see that it was not 


dictated by any enmity to the fugitive slave law; 
because, while it imposes severe penalties upon 
the taking away of colored people, and suljjs 

to punishment all who participate in such (rans- 


actions, it goes on to provide, in the last section 
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shape of a joint 


inmmously, and 





the subject was ref d to the board of revision. 
Tn all candor, us not this dealine with the subject 
f nd candidly on or vn motion? It 

) dation f muund of objec .abroad 
that ti Sta of Vermont is d ing unkindly « 
unfairly or uncandidly 
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fj I cave way tot hour, and int 
; d 
I ~ h 1 at 
| 1 to as hh 1 
lain Jsos8 t = 
fy 0} of rin that 
~e mal M1 
ir. COLLAMER. ‘7 } puts tor 
i} 1 ! i »y have tha rt of 
fid rw lL tak t of th 
1 | d I { 
[ had ve | much my- 
| y hy [do not ] ly what 
cK if roy on m 
| ri. ) LV t it 
1 i i On ws t 
( | mn k Pu il ’ 
V bhi I i | I ou t | ] 
’ ley) * pepe 
i i y ) ' to ’ ! ° 
\ or iy » ¢ t of 
their « le by; t there by then 
m | t¢ ! | rarded f1 
| I Kk t th iount of it, 
tomyvi ) Now, what 1 
re mn { L have dy suggested that 
t S ie ¢ | ed, aso peo} 
und {the ¢ f J lored persons 
h no rights th w man is bound to 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator from Ver- 


mont permit me to—— 
Mr. COLLAMER. Thave heard the gentle- 
! 1 hat ral times 


man’s explanation of tl 


Mr. BENJAMIN. \ 


tell us 








thatany man in New E id honestly believes 
the Supreme Court did d fe that? Does he 
know anv man who believes it? 

Mr. COLLAMER. say that I believe 
ti hody of them honest] Ly they read it so. 





It reads just so. 
ENIAMIN 
decision reads so? 
Mr. COLLAMER. The opi 
n and myself, as lawyers, understand the 
d a decision. 
lef ce, In reciting the 
\ ion of Independence and 
of the Constitution, and the « society 


uw Y 


the Senator say that 


The gen- 


} 


nion. 





ondition of s 





it time when those instruments were formed, 
com to the result that that notion was enter- 
lat that period, stating it in about those 

words which [have before repeated; and he leaves 
t to be understood that nothing has transpired 
e to chan that condition of things That 


it is in the opinion of the 





that 
way | understand 


court: 


Mr. BENJAMIN, 
he understands the Su 


opinion, that 


Does the Senator say that 
preme Court to say in the 
how, at this day, colored men have 

no rights that white men are 
Mr. COLLAMER. 


version t 





bound to respect ? 

e gentleman gives his 
»my statement. I choose my own ver- 
sion for my own nt. I understand the 
Chief Justice to Say, as lL have already stated, 


hat int history of these transactions, speak- 
ing of the period of time and the condition of 
sO ty at the p riod of the adontion of the Con- 


stitution, that then- 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Here isthe decision, which 
I will hand to my friend. 
Ir. BENJAMIN. Read the whol 
Mr. COLLAMER. Speaking of the condition 
of the colored race at th ‘pe riod of the Declara- 
tion of Independence and of the formation of the 


Justice, in his opinion, 





naragraph. 


y had for more than acentury before been regarded 
rt ther unfit to associ- 
ocial or political rela- 
that they had no rights which the 





un inferior order, and altog 
White race, cither in 


> far inierior, 


Was bound to respect; and thatthe negro might 
lawfully be reduced to slavery for his benefit.”? 
ire the words, and this is all there is to 
qualify that clause. Hle does not say anywhere 
int “opi yn that the status of the black man has 
! icha dsinece. He says nothing of the kind. 
Now, I say that believe the body of the people of 
Vermont sand, understanding the English 
lancuags ‘stand it to mean just what it says. 





1e question pu 
| have answered 


iverts me from tl t 


by the Senator from ‘Tennessee 








December 18, 


the Senator from Louisiana, and I have read the 
par vraph, 
Ne W, Mr. Pre side nt, to fo no with the ’ - 


tioh of the Ss 


— 
f 


ot hier { ] 

the United States law in regard to fueitiy ‘ 
but simply in relation to the « luct and d ~ 
tiol oherownt un In} ird to this | - 
ness oft r slaves by t wt of the mastei 
himself, has said—he uneuarre to her ti i} 
is—VYou are to 1 ine every colored man a it 


POUL We 


’ 


until the contrary appears. In t 
understand, the Y ume every colored man to 
a sia ae: cael \ 
rary i 4 
ay to you nour law that you 
j ; . 7 . , 
Wored man tree, we care not how 
until the contrary 


President, 
' 





} \ 
beas ave’ UNL Line ont 





C¢ 


Qty 





he State of Vermont, « r 
thought of infringing th - 
tion. Th \ did hot 1 . 
th y never tr d to do { ntet ) 
do it; and wi ty t se version lucy would give 
to their words as merely a Jaw for their own 
courts, L am not prepared to say; but I do say 
that that law, like every other law in Vermont, 
Whenevera question arises, will receive a fair con- 
struction. When rentiemen say that our law 
have aided in the escape of fugitive | 


slaves, Ldeny 
it. Ido not believe there has been a fugitive slay 
To never heard 


ber hone there 


in Vermont for these forty years. 
Ido not believe ther 

1 know that on y claimed 
slave; but he was an impost 


runaway s! nd did 


of one. has 
to be a runaway 
or, and was nota 
even from ext: 


ave,a not 


Ists get public sympathy for that, only fora short 
time. Nor has our law aided in any way toalicct 
or impair the fugitive slave law of Congress. But, 
Mr. President, whether it has or has not, if law 
is In any Way inconsistent with the provisior f 
the United State Constitution, or the constitu- 


tional laws of Congress, J] tell you it will be set 


aside, Whenever a question arises before a ¢ t 
of Vermont,a quickly as 1t wo ld before a court 
of the United States So, too,if there isanythi r 
in it which is at all inconsistent with the Con 

tution, or the constitutional laws of Cong is 


tell you that our board of revision will see that it 

is not kept on the statute-book—no doubt of 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennesse 

ce 

aen 


Mr. BRAGG. 
V 


Mr. Presi- 





If the Senator will give way, l 


will move an wjournment, | think, con lering 
the Jat ¢ fthe hour andthe f that the Sen- 
the lateness of the hour andthe fact that the Sen 


ator from Tennessee ha o frequently tuter- 
rupted, itis but justice to him that we should now 
adjourn and allow him to conclud 
Mr. WIGFALL. It is only three o’clock. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pork tn 
the chair.) It is moved that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. COLLAMER. 


wishesof the g 


S been & 


to-morrow. 


If thatis agreeable to the 
ntleman from Tennessee a ofcourse 
we shall make no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Tam willi 
to go on now if the Senate desir 
but there have been a good many interruption 
it is late in the y; and, if such be the pleasur 
of the Senate, I prefer resuming my remarks in 
the morning. 

The motion was 
adjourned. 


Sme to continue; 
; 


day; 


acreed to; and the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, December 18, 1860. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocx TON. 

The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 

TERRITORIAL BILLS. 

Mr. GROW. Yesterday cn order was made 
for the printing of certain bills in reference to ter- 
i In accordance 
I now present the following bills from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, that they may be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 887) to provide atemporary 
government for the ‘Territory of Idaho; 

A bill (H. R. No. ; vide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Nevada, 

A bill CH. R. No. 889) to | rovide a temporary 
rovernment Ti rritory of Dacota; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 890) to providea temporary 
government for the Territory of Arizona. 


with that order 


a Saal Base 
ritorial business. 


SS) to pre 


ar 
for the 














1860. THE CONGRE 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. of all papers and letters now on file in hi 











3 his Excellency Goy the ler, p 
rT’ \ . r "TD , e . + ~ _ T 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid || disturBances in th t oye New Mi 
before the House the tollowing communication: to the action of the pr of said ‘Territory 


louse or REPRESENTATIVES, December 10, 1a60. VOLUNTEER TROOPS IN NEW 


iv 


Lhave the honorto inform you that on the loth day of 


October last [placed inthe hands of the Governor of Maine Mr.OTERO, byynanimouscons 
my resignation of the office of Representative in the Congress the following joint resolution; wl 
t 


tee on Mii 


ort vit States fro: t congress P ' 
United Sta rom the fitth congressional district in and referred to 











he Commit 

that State, to take effeet on the Ist day of January, 1861. é eo : HH 
: ~ o . hie oT »? . f 
I am, very respectiully, your obedient servant, Reso! ad by the Senate H } 
1. WASHBURN, Jr. the United State verica in Conga 
To WILLIAM PENNINGTON, the volunteers m servi Ane Chae 

Spe ther of the Hlouse of Representatives. Mexico, and co perating with the regular tro 
, the same are hereby, re Led being 
; 





REPORTS FROM THE COURT OF CLAIMS. |} Congress of March 19, 1s: 
laid the same pay and emoluments of offi 





The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 


Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to |} 4 ane da hereby appropriated to pay th 
be printed. 

TELEGRAPH TO THE PACIFIC. 

I Mr. ELY, by unanimous consent, introduced a || aematieniel 

bill supplemental to **An act to facilitate commu- aaa PENSIONS. 

nication between the Atlantic and Pacific States Mr. STOKES. | 


|| approve d by the Secretary of War, < 
the said pay and cmoluments be mz 








by electric telegraph;’? which was read a first and introduce a bill granting pensions 


second time, and referred to the Committee on || of the war of 1812. 
the Post Office and Post Roads. | Mr. CURRY objected. 


PUGET SOUND. MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, by unani- || A message was received from the 
the U nited States, by the hands of 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: BRENNER, his Pri ivate Secretary, 


mousconsent, introduced the following resolution; 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- House that he had approved and s 


structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing, by || to authorize the issue of Treasury 


s3 


special enactinent, the surveyor general of Washington other purpose 
Ve ry, under the supervision of the Department of the || 





Interior, to decide upon the validity of the claims of the STATE OF THE UNION. 


Puget Sound Agricultural Company ; and ifthey are entitled || T ENON 
7 ; r. FLOREN( 
to consideration, to determine the location and boundaries Mr. FLORENCE. I 


, . +1) } 1} ‘ertary 
of * farms and * lands ** that belong to the company, and || Sent of the House to submit certain 
to report by bill or otherwise. '| for reference to the select committe 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, also, by | three. 


unanimous consent, introduced the following res- The SPEAKER. No objection being made, 
} . : , eatery } ’ ~ 
olution; which was read, considered, andagreed to: the propositions will be referred to the select 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- committee. SONATA ‘ 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing aswift Mr. FLORENCE. i preier 
war steamer for the defense of Puget Sound, and to report |! read. 


by bill or otherwise. Mr. BURNETT. I call for the regular order 


MALL ROUTE IN WASIINGTON TERRITORY. | er and [ insist upon it. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, by unani- || Mr. FLORENCE. That does not supersede 


mous consent, soo all d the following joint res- |) ™Y propesttions 


olution; which was referred to the Committee on 


| ferre 
the Post Office and Post Roads: || ferred. 
|} Mr. FLORENCE. I wanted them read. 
Ee it resolved by the Senate and ee of Representatives , It 1 | if 
oft Uni ted States of Americ cin Concress assembled, That are,a reso ion prepa IV my si Bs 
thle Postmaster General be, and a hee is, authorized ‘eedinas of a meeting of the citizens of 
ind directed to extend the contract with the present con hint and | waite 9 after they are 


tractor upon route No. 12730, Washington ‘Territory, for 
Weekly service, to a semi-weekly maul service for four 
years, at a pro rata compensation on the present mail pay. || 2. 
| should think. I want the Hous 
REPORT OF LIEUTENANT JOHN MULLAN. | 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, by unani- || of Philadelphia in this exigency of | 
mous consent, introduced the following resolu- The Clerk proceeded to read the ail aie 





tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: || but was interrupted by 


Resolved, That | the Socmeary of War be requested to Mr. BURNETT, who said: I suppose every 
communicate to the House the report of Lieutenant John gentleman has read the proces dines.of that meet- 
ing; and, therefore, | hope the papers will be; 
to the committee of thir ly- -three without fi aia 


Mullan, United States von , of his operations in charge 
of the wagon road trom Fort Benton to the Walla Walla. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORTS. reading. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire thatone |, Mr. FLORENCE. I prefer that they should 


of the reports of the Court of Claims, presented be ri ad. Sac - 
to the Hlouse this morning, be referred to the || Mr. EDGER TON, T object . : 
| Committee of Claims. Itis the report in the case || The SPEAKER. They will be referred to the 


of Theodore Adams, purser in the United States || Committee of thirty-three. 


Navy. I suppose there will be no objection to || Mr. FLORENCE. I asked 








that. consent of the House to present thes 
Mr. BURNETT. Isthe report in that case an | 2nd papers, and it was granted. | Tas 
adverse one: papers be read, that the citizens of ] ee eee 
Mr. KELLOGG. It is not. | part ae [ represent, may be 
r No objection being made, the report was re- || W° have been 1 ; belli = here the pap 
ferred accordingly. been read. If Ll belicved that ev 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 


2 the ere to introduce the following resolution: || reading. 
- Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be, |} The reading of the papers was then concluded. 
r and they Rone anya nre yet to this House the The following is the resolution offered by Mr. 


bill referred to them repealing the aet of 1856, regulating 7 
- 2 a 5 ‘ RENCE: 
, the compensation of members of Congress. | FLORENCE 


ae . ‘ Resolved, &c., That the following ame 
Objection was made, and the resolution was || posed to the Constitution of the United States: 


; not received. of property in slaves is recognized, at 


Mr.OTERO, by unanimousconsent, introduced |} in any Terrieary rother property of the 

, * a - . . . ew States shal > adm e ne . 

y the following resolution; which was read, consid- |; BCW =ttes shall be admitted into thi 
ered, and agreed to: 








SSIONAL GLOBE. 


partment trom 


, aud relating 


t,introduced 
wa was r ad, 


that the 
+ hon-commis- 


sioned officers, and privates oft the regular Army during t 


before the House several reports of the Court of period in which they sball have been in act 
Claims; which were referred, under the rule, toa || the prosecution of the said Navajo war; and thes 


Provided, That the service of the said volunte 
id tha 
le und 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 


> payimentol 


consent to 
to the soldiers 


sk unanimous 


———- the 


ied **Anact 


ask the unanimous con- 
i propositions 
of thirty- 


The SPEAKER. They are received and 


f Philadel- 


them referred to the committee on ] 
which, by the way, is a very app aaa ite te rm, I 
understan d 
precisely the fee ea which prompt the 


unanimous 


e resolutions 


angered’ hav 
‘ry gentleman in 
this House had read these patriot 
and that they had been properly 1 
Mr. STOKES asked the unanimous consent of || them. as I could wish, I would not ask for 


resolutions, 
imp ress d by 


10 law shall 


- INDIAN DISTURBANCES. passed and nothing shall be done to impair, 
y prevent the full and free enjoyment and tse 


m Without the 
consent of two thirds of alithe members of both branches 
of Congress; and the vote shall be taken by 
y Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and hereby is; || which shal! be entered on the Journals ; 


respec tfulls requested to communicate to this House copies :/ such purpose shali be subject to the approval or objection | 


of the President of the United States, as in other « 














excepting that, whens rned with | ! o it { 
require the vote of three fourths of all the members of both 
Houses of Congress to pass it notwithstanding 

The proceedings of the Philadelphia meeting, 
which emake as follows: 

“In accordance with resolutions of the Councils anda 
proclamation by the Mayor of the city of Philadelphia. a 
mass meetng of citizens, without , was 
held on Thursday, November 1 l tu in | 
pendence square, tor the purpose of test rt ul 
ing devotion to the Union, and their abiding fid 





Constitution and laws. The following are the 1 
adopted by the City Counciis a week a 
“Whereas there is great reason to tear that th 
rious peril of the dis Hution of the Union of th 
States, under whose protection we have grown to be a 
great and prosperous nation, and it is fitting that th 
zens of Philadelpbia—that cit | 
ples of the Union were first embodied and promuls 


should, in some suitable way, express their love 

















Union and their devotion to its perpetuation to thi 
strengthening of th h uni u wi r¢ 

* North or the So the West, oue great 

idan 1 peop 

* Resolved by the Select 1 Common Councils of t hy 

of Philad 5 Phat the M ivor of the city be, and he is 
hereby, requested, by his proclamationsvo invite our 
citizens who love the Union to assemble at the old State 
House, at twelve, noon, of a day to be appointed for the 
purpose, there to express their attachment to the Con 


tion of the United States, and their love for whe Union 
Which it creates and protect 

© Resolved, hata 
six members trom each chamber of Councils, to which shall 
be added the Presidents, be apy 
the Mayor in such arrangemen } 
judgment, by way of preparation for such meeting.’ 

‘In pursuance of these resolutions, Mayor Henry, on the 
10th instant, issued the following proclamation : 

* Citizens of Philadelphia: At a time when the continu 
ance of our national Union is in peril, and the breaking up 
of our Confed y appears to be imminent, itis proper that 
a loyal people, casting off the spirit of party, should in a 
special manner avow their unfailing devotion to the Union 
and their abiding fidelity to the Constitution and law 

*'To this end, by advice of the Councils of Philadelphia 
I earnestly invite you, laving aside your several ¢ 
to assemble at the State-House, at noon of Thursday next, 
that, with an honest sense of your responsibility as Ameri 
can citizens, you may counsel together to avert the danger 
Whieh threatens our country, and that, relying upon the 
favor of Aimighty God, you may seek to perpetuate for 
vourselves and your children the blessings of constitutional 
liberty. 

* Given under ny hand and the seal of the city of Phila- 
delphia, this L0th day of December, in the year of our Lord 
L860. 

* ALEXANDER HENRY, Mayor of Philadelphia. 
** RESOLUTIONS. 

The people of the city of Philadelphia, having assem 
bledin cheertul obedience to the proclaim: ional the Mayor 
issued by requestot their Councils, forthe purpose ot t 
fying theirlove forthe Union, and their devotion to its per 
petuation, and to the strengthening of those bonds which 
hold us together, whether of the North or the South, the 
East or the West, as one great and united people, do 

* Resolve, 1. With one voice and united hearts, we pro 
claim our attachment to, and reverence for, the Constitu 
tion of the United States, and our earnest and enduring 
love for that great Union which it creates and protects—a 
love which is not sectional, but national, and that greets 
our brother, from whatever State he comes, as a partaker 
With us in that noblest of all inherifances, the tide of a 
citizen of the United S$ . 

Resolved, 2. That the usefulness ; 
the Union both depend upon a faithful observance by the 
people of all the States of all the requirements of that sacred 
instrument which the wisdom aud the patriotism of our 
fathers framed, and under whose provisions we have be 
come a great and happy people, prosperous and renowned 
among the nat ions of the earth. 

** Resolved, 3. That we do therefore most deeply dep 
the fact, that some of the States of this Union have 
upon their statute-books enactments which evade or d 
provisions which the framers of the Constitution wisely 
inserted for the protection of valuable rights of citizens of 
other States; and that we pronounce all such acts to be 
violations of the solemn compact by which we are made 
one people, and that we carnestly appeal to our brethren of 
those States instantly to repeal all such enactments. 

* Resolved, 4. ‘That the people of P "hi ladelphia here! 
pledge themselves to their brethre 
that the statute-books of Pennsylvai 
searched by their representatives at U roaching session 
of the Legislature, and thatevery statute, if any h ther 
be, which in the least degree invades the constitutional 
rights of citizens of a sister State, will be at once repealed ; 
and that I ylvania, ever loyal to the Union, and liberal 
in construing her obligations to it, will be faithful always 
in her obedience to its requirements 

© Resolved, 5. That we recogniz 
act of Congress of 1859, commonly 
slave law, and submit cheerfully to its faithful entore 
ment; and that we point with pride and satisfaction to the 


joint special committee, consisting of 

















, 





tates 


nd the endurance of 











re 








the other State 





a shall be caret 
} 















recent conviction and punishment, in this city of { ] 
phia, of those who had broken its provisions by in 
the attempted rescue of a slave, as proof that Phi iia 





is faithful in her obedience to the law; and furthermore, 
that we recomune ndt tot Legislature of our own State the 
passage of a law which s hal give compensation in case of 
the rescue of ae aptur d stave, by the county in whichsuch 
rescue occurs, precisely as is ni w done by existing laws in 
ease of destruction of proj y by the violence of mob 

* Resolved, 6. That as to on question f 
of slaves as property, and as to the question of ight 
slave-owners in the Territories of the United States, the 
































































































































| f Philadelphia submit themselves obedieutly and 
t 1 1 { ? ‘ 
i rnown river beu 
‘ meeives fa t ( 
r p ! tlie il i i\ 
1 pugs? bur \ irt! t 
\ ver |] ou (ist ft hing 
1 te eam aid lawtul way torth 
‘ i tred to the eonsideration of said court, and that 
» ben pted as the tinal and authoritative solu 
1 ! ts as to the meaning of the Constitution in 
( tre ted point 
Phat all denunciations of slavery.as exist 
i t { 1 States, and of our ftellow-citizens who 
tain that institution, and who hold slaves uncer it, 
tent with that spirit of brotherhood and kind 
hich ight to animate all who live under and pro 


pport the 


Constitution of the American Union 


R Is. ‘That we cordially approve the suggestion, 
thata vention, or congress of delegates trom the several 
t be held tor the purpose of consultation, and of sug 


medies as they deem propery, al 


citizens of Phila 


resuch re t that it is 


nconviction of the Iphia, that the 














iol made by such aconventi would be received 
people of our State ina fraternal and conciliatory 
md with an earnest desire to remove all ground 
oi Ist complaint on the partot our uthern brethren 
Resolved, final That we appeal to our brethren ot 
i Carolina. ot Georgia, of Alabama, of Missi ippi, of 
Plorida.and of such other States as are considering the 
iT ” eceding trom the Union, with all the atleetion 
I il tne we can express, toforbear; that we remind 
them of the innumerable te hich bind u ther as one 
Peoy nd which seem to us so strong no power 
t that which paralyzes all memory, and effaces all 
hi in separate u that the ashes of those brave men 
whi bt with us and forus rest beneath our soil, and that 
1! hi in their keeping the bones of oursoldiers who p 
i dintheirdetense ; that ourglorious institutions, under 
Who-e guidance and protection we have attained so great 
prosperity and renown, and which have made this Union 
of States the joy and lope ot oppressed millions throughout 
t \ vere tramed by the wisdom, built by the toil, and 
a nded by the blood of a common ancestry, and cannot 
perist) Without an eternal reproach to us, their children, if 
we destroy so great and so fair an inheritance.”’ 
The petition, which was read, is as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled : 
The petition of Willan Wheeler Hubbell, of Philadel 
plua, atterney-at law, and a citizen of the State of Penn 


Vana, respecttully represents : 


Phat your petitioner is interested as owner of African 


‘effects,’ or personal ** property, and also real 

property,’ in the State of Seuth Carolina, as well as 

property in Pennsylvania, and is otherwise interested in 
the state of the Union 


\ud your petitioner respectfully suggests and complains 


i! grievances for Which he seeks redress. And he respect 
fully prays that the suggestions contained hereinatter tor 
the peace and stability of the Union, and the protection ot 
uch efleets or property, be carried into execution. 


Your petitioner maintains that African slaves were per 
yuictl estate or * effects,’ “ property” or rights, bought and 

l ther i ts or property, for value, hy the 

ns of both the northern and southern States, when the 
Constitution of the United States was formed and amended ; 
that the Constitution, as to such “ effeets,”’ in 
1 With all other effects or personal estate, 
le four of the amendments, that the 


} 
tle money OF 


ancl com 


declares, in 
right of the people 


1 be se e against unreasonable seizure, and shall not 
plated 
And in article five, ** nor be de} rived of property without 
due process of law, 
Phat the word * effects,” in the Constitution, means per 


fate 


; and the word ** property”? means both personal 


property; and that African slaves, at the time, 


“N ind are now, personal estate or personal property 
Phat Constitution makes nodistinction Whatever as to 
effects or property. It includes and secures all rights, or 
efleets, or property, both personal and real. And that the 
( ution, by such clauses, guaranties protection in the 
‘ yiuent or possession of the * right” or estate in Afri 
ea ves, as Well as in any other * effects’? or personal 
estate, property?’ or rights whatsoever, that it shall not be 

tat \ll the citizens have equal rights thereunder. 
Phat your petitioner’s rights in slave effects or property are 
invaded by the northern States, by the election of officers 
on is involving the exclusion of such effects or prop 


erty trom the Territories of the people of the United States 
alawtul right; whereas such is an unlawful issue for 


the cleetive franchise of the people under their Constitu 
tion of the United States; and whereas your petitioner 
has a constitutional right, at all times, to take and hold all 
tfects or property, slave and all other, within the 
‘Territories at the people of the United States, protected 


Federal Government 
petitioner further complains that laws or regu- 


mi Violence by the 
And your 





lat have been made by several of the States—ealled 
personal liberty law which are intended to obstruct the 
executi 1 the fugitive slave law, and the provisions of 


the Coustitution as to the rendition of fugitives from labor, 


both stave and for a term of years, and to interfere with the 











rights Of property therein; and that such enactments or 
regulations are in violation of the Pederai Constitution. 
= Congress has not made provision for declaring such 
stat icts void by the most speedy process in equity before 
the Supreme Court of the United States, as ¢ mpowered by 
the ¢ nstitution. F 

And \ our petitioner further maintains, that uo State ofthe 
Union has any lawful right at present to pass any ordinances 
of peaceable secession from, or dissolution of the Union 
under the Constitution ofthe United States as it now stands; 
thar vuugh under it Congress has express power to cou 
sent to the admission of a State, no power is granted by it 
to Congress to consent to the secession of any State; that 


a State, or the people thereof, not having been admitted | 





Hely by their own consent into the Unton, but also by the 
mn tof all the « people or States, cannot secede 
lely by their own will; the po@r peaceably to destroy 
must b u 1 power peaceably to create the 
I m3 that the Constitution of the United States is mad 
the people oft United States. and not by the States in 
wil tates; that itis a bederal Government 

of the whole people of the United States, and not a Gov 
ernment of the States; Uiat there is no provision tor dis 
solving the Union expressed in the Constitution; that 
1 confederation of States apart from the Constitution is 
expressly prohibited 5 that there is no provision of any Kind 
tor the peaceable secession of any State, or of the people of 
any State, either expressed or implied in the Constitution 5 
that the Union under it is a perpetual Union of the peo 


ple, with a reserved power of amendment of the Constitu 
tion; and that unless the Constitution be first amended, so 
as to expressly provide for and declare a manner of disso 
lution or secession of the people of the contederated States, 
it remains absolutely indissoluble and perpetual, and ail the 
States and people are equally bound thereby, except that 
it be overturned and destroyed by actual revolution and civil 
war, and superseded thereaiter by another Government. 

Your petitioner maintains that overt acts of aggression, 
wr withhoiding of protection trom violence against the slave 
property of the people, or any portion thereof, or the pro 
hibition thereof by the United States Government, either 
mm oth Perritories or the United States, or in the States 
which recognize and regulate slavery by statute law, would 
be just ground for revolution and resistance ; for the rea 
son, that the Pederal power will have ceased to be aGoy 
ernment under the Constitution of the United States, and 
become an unlawful, usurping power. [tis the rapid ap 
proach to this condition of national affairs which has justly 
iwerieved the South, and people owning slave property, o: 
personal estate in slaves, or * effects.” 

Your petitioner greatly deprecates the present prospect 

war between the people ot the United States, through 
their State governments, and the Federal Goverument. 

Your petitioner’s rights of property are deeply and im 
mediately interested therein. He has rights of property in 
Charleston and vicinity, South Carolina; rights of prop 
in Pennsylvania; and rights of property in the posses 
the United States Government; all of which are 
greatly jeopardized by the existing condition of our internal 
national affairs. 

Your petitioner is the inventor and patentee of the ex 
plosive shell, with which all the sheil guns of the Navy of 
the United States are now provided, to the number of over 
fitty thousand. It is the most destructive war projectile 
of modern times for naval use, and was employed to de 





i 
‘ 


erty 


sion ot 


molish the Bogus Forts, where it exhibited its superior 


powers, 


Stat: 
tates 


Your petitioner has letters patent of the United 
thereon; and, under an express contract, placed 
the United States in possession of the said projectile; but 
the United States has not paid for the same according to 
coutract. 

Your petitioner did thus invent and intrust the Govern 
ment with said war projectile, with no other intent than 
that it should be used exclusively in the defense of the 
people, and property of the people, of the United States ; 
and would greatly deplore its use against any citizens of 
the United States, or their property, particularly against 
the property of his family in South Carolina, which he is 
bound to protect by force if necessary. 


Your petitioner, therefore, prays the prompt action of 


Congress on the basis he herein suggests for the peaceable 
determination of present difficulties 
First. For the reéstablishment at present by act of Con 


| gress of the Missouri compromise line extended to the Pa- 


cific ocean. 

Second. For its early adoption in the Constitution by 
amendment, as a permanent settlement of the slavery ques 
tion between the South and the North, and that Congress 
shall not have power to prohibit or restrain slavery south 
of said line, but shall be bound to employ the Federal power 
to protect it therein. 

Third. Foran amendment that the people of the United 
States, in two distinct conventions assembled, shall nomi 
nate in each convention a person for President and a per 
son tor Vice President of the United States ; that there shall 
be two candidates for President and two for Vice President 
before the people for election, and po more ; and that the 
President and Vice President shall be selected from the 
south of said line for one term, and from the north of said 
line for the succeeding term, alternately. 

Fourth. For an amendment that a certain number of the 
judges of the Supreme Court of the United States shall be 
appointed from the south of said line, and an equal number 
from the north of said line; and if there be an odd number 
of judges to constitute the court, one of them shall be ap 
pointed from the District of Columbia, beside the equal 
number north and south of said line. 

Fifth. For an amendment to secure the value of the slave 
property from the county wherein it is violated by its in- 
habitants, under any pretense or in any manner, by the 
rescue of the slave from the custody of the owner or his 
went or a United States officer. 

Sixth. To provide for a speedy adjudication of any State 
enactment or regulation respecting the rendition of fugi 
tives from labor or slaves, by proceedings in equity, at the 
suit of any State whose citizens are aggrieved against the 
State making such law or regulation, in the Supreme Court 
ofthe United States ; and that it may be decreed null and 
void, ifin violation of the Constitution ; and providing a 
penalty as for contempt of court against any inhabitant 
afterwards attempting to carry such law or regulation into 
execution 

Seventh. For protecting the right in transitu with Afri 
ean slave effects or property trom one slave State to another, 
under the Constitution, by acts of Congress. 

Bighth. Por the right of sojourn with family slave ser 
vants for a limited period in any State, under the Constitu 
tion, protected by acts of Congress, as a right of comity 
between the citizens of the several States. 

And your petitioner will ever pray, &c., 

WILLIAM WHEELER 


PHILADELPHIA, December 12, 1860, 


HUBBELL | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


eall the attention of the Speaker to that fa 





December 18, 


During the reading of the 


ps litlon, 
Mr. MORRIS, eof Hime: 


,said: Mr. 8S 


| move that the further x ading of that ) 
dispensed with I think we have devoted about 
enough of our time to the gentleman 


Mr. FLORENCE. I have no objection ty dis- 
pensing with the further re dine, Let the } 
tion go to the committee of thirty-three. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I obj ct, and have ol 


for half an hour. 


j 4 


UNITED STATES ARMORIES. 
Mr. DELANO. Mr. Speaker, I yesterday 


offered a resolution which was objected to ly the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorp.}| | 
afterwards explained to him the object of the res- 
olution, and [ understand he now 
persist in his objection. I that it be read 
and adopted. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of Warbe requestedt 
nish to this House statements showing how many <tand of 
arms of the latest standard model, manutatured at the wa 
tional armories, are now in the immediate cust: 
United States, and where deposited; also, how many ot 
any inferior model are in the like custody, and where ce 
posited: also, how many arins of the manufacture of the 
United States armories, and of what model, have been fur 
nished to either of the States, or otherwise disposed of, 
since the Ist of January, 1860, and under what authority 
Mr. MORRIS, of [linois. 
amendment to that resolution. 
Mr. GARNETT. I object to the resolution; 


and call for the regular order of business. 


that docs not 


ask 


wiy of the 


I desire to offer an 


QUESTION OF ORDER. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear you, 
sir. 

Mr. EDGERTON. When these resolutions 
introduced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. Frorence] were presented, FE objected, ond 
have continually objected to their reception. I 

ts and 
I ask whether, in the face of that objection, the 
resolutions can go of thirty- 
three. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did net hear the 
objection of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I made itat the top of my 
voice, and several times. Lobjected to the intro- 
duction of these resolutions. ~ 

Mr. ADRAIN. 
business. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio 
states that he objected to the resolutions,of course 
they cannot be referred. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I did object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Why, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GARNETT. [Tam under the impression 
that I called for the regular order of busi 
some time since. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
states that he objected; and the gentleman cannot 
lose his right to object, because the Chair did not 
hear the objection. 


Mr. FLORENCE. 


I rise to a question of 


to the committec 


I ask for the regular order of 


1eSS 


Why, sir, the gentleman 
y , 


rose after the reading of the resolutions com- 


meneed, and how could the objection then be made 
when the unanimous consent of the Hous hi id 
been expressly given for the reception of the 
resolutions. I would not have presented the reso- 
lutions if there had been a word of objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would suggest to the ven- 
tleman from Ohio that he objected to the resolu- 
tions after Thad suegested that the reading shoul 
be dispensed with; and the gentleman from Peun- 
sylvania had, prior to that time, asked the consent 
of the House to introduce the resolutions, and 
objection was made at the time. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Why, | had determined 
that if objection was made, | would not present 
them. 

Mr. GROW. 
information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is satisfied, from 
the statement now made, that the objection was 
made too late. 

Mr. PETTIT. I beg to say that the objection 
was made before any reading of the r \ 

The SPEAKER. Was it made before th: 
ception of the resolutions? ‘The gentle 
Pennsylvania first asked to have the resolu 
received. 


Mr. EDGERTON. 


no 


The first reading is always for 





It was. 





1860, 


Ei les, 
LDRAIN. 


It was, within my utuedeih hie. 
1 call for the regular order of 


we scape AND. I ask the centleman 


cv to waive his motion for a moment. 


KR NE CT. LT have made no motion. 

RAIN. T have called for the regular 
ui basiess, and | must insist on it. 
SLAVERY. 
The SPEAKER stated the regular order of |! 

business to be the consideration of the resolution 
offered yesterday by Mr. Crawrorp, and which | 
IWS: | 


is as folls 


ed, That the Constitution of the Unit d States 
es property in slaves; that Congress tias passed | 





~ to atd staveholders in recapturing their slaves when 
ver thes escape and make thet: way into the free States ; | 
uo the Supreme Courtot the United States have decided | 


that wegroes were not included, either in the Declaration of | 
nee or ia the Constitution of the United States, 
as slaves, and that they cannot become citizens 5 
tie members of this House, hereby sustain and | 
1} stipport tis construction of the Constitution, these | 
. and said decision of the Supreme Court. | 


“Mr. ADRAIN. 


that resolution, 





Sy 


I desire to offeranamendment | 


t 
to 


Mr. GROW. I object to any amendment 
las not the previous question been sustained ? 
Mr. ADRAIN. I ask that my amendment 
may be read, and [ call the previous question | 
upon if. 

Mr. BURNETT. Trise toa question of order. | 
The gentleman cannot offer any amendment. The 


THE CONGRES: 


' asked the indulgence of the 


‘esoluuon was offered yesterday and the previous || 


iiestion Was called upon it, and my recollection 
is that it was sustained, 

Mr. GROW. And the main question was or- 
red, 


The SPEAKER. 


The Chair believes the gen- 


“ial e i} 
theman tron, New Jersey is in order. | 
Mr. ADRAIN. I thought so. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I rise toa question of 
"The SPE AKER. The Chair will hear the gen- | 
tleman, | 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I desire to make a brief | 


rsonal explanauon, and I ask the indulgence of 
he Llouse to do so. 
Mir. ADRAILN. I do not wish to interrupt the 
‘man from Illinois if he has any personal 
explanation to make; but [hope my amendment 
be read,and then | a all have no objec- 


’ first 


ul 


to dats proceeding. | 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. I willdetain the House | 
but a moment. | 

Mh Stabe caewtiiek I desire to call the attention | 
of th eaker to the official report of the proceed- | 
Les of ve sterday in the Globe of this morning. | 

\ir. MeCLERNAND. 1 hope the gentleman 
With i HOw me a moment. 

Mr. BURNETT. Certainly; I beg the gen- 
tleman’s pardon. 


he SPEAKER. 
tieman from Hlinois. 
Mr. MceCLERNAND. Some friend has for- 
warded to me the Lliinois Journal of the 13th in- 
stuit, published in the city of Springfield, where 
the President elect resides, and where [ also re- 
The Journal is nominally edited by a 


The Chair will hear the gen- 


side 


awariec 
mnanity by the name of Baker, a nephew of the | 
President elect, 
Mr. LOVEJOY. 
‘This is not a privileged question. 
Mr. MeCLERNAND. The gentleman has not 
heard what | have to say. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I make that point of order, 
Mr. Speak r 
The SPEAKER.  Ithas been re peatedly rule d 
this Flouse by the Chair and sustained by thie 
suse, that these remarks in the public ne wspa- 
ers are not to be considered privileged questions. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. I had the consent of 


the Elouse to make a personal explanation. 


1 
1 
i( 


i) 
] 
I 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I object, unless it is in order. | 

The SPEAKER. If the House consent, the || 

Chair will hear the gentleman from Hlinois with | 

sure, Objec tion is made; therefore the gen- || 

1an cannot be heard. ~ 

Mr. ADRAIN. I ask now that my amend- 

itmay be read. 1 

\Ir. SEANTON. The Globe shows that the || 

previous question was sustained on the resolution i 
of the 


genUeman from Georgia, [Mr.Crawrorp.] |! 


I rise to a point of order. || 


{from Ohio [Mr. 


iis that that statement is correct; 
| the previous question having been seconded, and 


| omitted from the Journal. 


| IS must prevail. 


| onded; 


Mr. McCLERN AN :D. 1 aiibisaemiad that L 
have floor by the unanimous consent of the 
House, and | am not going to yield it until l am 
corrected on that por . 

The SPEAKE ‘The gentleman from Ilinois 
rose toa privileg ced d quentiva, The Chair stated 
that he would hear the genuteman from Illinois 
upon his privileged question, and for that purpose 


! 
tiie 


i lay 


he had the order of the Chair and the consent of |} 


the House to proceed, 
menced his remarks, 


nota privileged question within the decisions of | 


the Chair and the 
made, the Chair 
man shall go on. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
make a suggestion ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be 
happy to hear the gentleman, but cannot under 
the rules of the House. 


Mr. 


the Chair is not in error upon a point of fact, that, 


House, and, 


cannot consent that the gentle- 


Will the Chair let me 


objection being 


ve ry | 


McCLERNAND. I would suggest whether | 


although I stated that I rose to a privileged ques- | 


tion, I said afterwards that my object was to make 
a personal explanation, and in that connection 
House that | might 
do so, and was permitted, by the silence of the 
House, to proceed for a time. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman cannot be heard under the decision that 


the House has made. 


SLAVERY—AGAIW®. 


Mr. ADRAIN. I now ask to have 


read the 


| amendment which [ offer to the resolution of the 


gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 


~ Mr. BURNETT. 


Crawrorp.| 


Giobe > W hich 
shows that | was right In my statement that the 


I wish to call the attention | . } . : d r } 
i} from O 1018 notin order after the 
} of the &§ Spe ake ‘r to the re port in the Gi 


| mitted by the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 


previous question was called by the gentleman | 


SHERMAN] and seconded, 


ordered on the adoption of the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The opinion of the clerks 
but the fact of 


the main question ordere d. was inadvertently 
The Chair was cuided 
but of course, whatever the fact 

The previous questron was sec- 
and therefore no amendment to the res- 


by the Journal; 


| olution is in order. 


Mr. ADRAIN. 
the vote by which the main question was ordered. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BOCOCK. I shall make a motion, Mr. 


-_ vaker; but before I do so, | ask permission of 


;}; Man 


(| member 


| seck, toescape any re sponsibility properly attach- 
| ing to my position here. 
| to vote on any 


| House, it has not been from any desire of mine to 


|} Sometimes 


the House to do what I do net remember to hi we 
ever asked to do before during my twelve years’ 
service in this House; 
explanation. My explanation will relate to a 
question which was before the House yesterday, 


and will be made briefly, and without reflecting | 


upon any other member of this House. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Iam the more desirous of 
making the explanation, Mr. Speaker, because 
I discover that while the re solution offered yes- 


|| terday by the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Mor- 
1, perverted, ambiguous specimen of hu- || 


RIS] was pending before the House, that gentle- 
called attention to the fact that there were 
some members sitting near him, from the 
who failed to vote. I did not vote. 
supposed, therefore, that I was one of the indi- 
inate sitting in the House at that time and de- 
clining to vote. I wish to say now, Mr. Speaker, 


the | 
| main question ordered, and the yeas and nays 


i} other side would not, | apprehend, 


Then I move to reconsider | 


When the gentleman com- || 
the Chair found that it was 


SIONAL GLOBE. 


done so, if 1 he 


125 


I shouid have 
House. I shall take 
iereafter to define my position 
mort 
As Lam on the floor now, [submit a motionto 
on the table the motion of the gentleman from 
New Jersey, (Mr. Aprarn,]} to reconsider the 
of yesterday by which the main question was 
ordered. 

Mr. GILMER addressed the Speaker 

Mr. ADRAIN. 1 believe I have the floor. 
gave way to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bococx] for a personal explanation; but I cannot 
give way further. 

Mr. GILMER. 


be reconsidered, 


their votes against that resolution. 
id been in the 


some opportunity } 


iy t = 
on all these questions sat large. 


vote 


I 


that the vote should 
I wish to have the 
olution modified in a shape which will, I think, 
meet the approval of the gentleman from Georgia. 
I ask the indulgence of the House to read the 
proposition which | wish to make. 


I desire 


because res- 


Mr. LOVEJOY. i object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise toa que stion of —, 
ilk ve I am anxious to have the deficieney bill 
passe ad to-day; and while I desire that aa ren- 


| tleman from Georgia shall have a fair vote on his 


proposition, T hope that he will allow it to go over 
till next Mon nday. For that purpose, | move to 


| lay the whole subject on the table; and L promise 


the gentleman from Georgia, that next Monday, 
if I can aid him, he shall have a fair vote. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say, in reply 
to what has fallen from the gentleman from Ohio, 
that 1 am veryanxious, indecd, that we shall have 
afair and square vote onthe questions involved in 


my resolution; and I want that to be done at 
once. But the motion made by the gentleman 


motion — 
Bo- 


| cock] to lay on the table the motion to reconsider 
| the vote by which the main question was ordered. 


j ing 


1 would myself, if permitted by the House, offer 

an amendment to my re solution, which does ake 
more nor less than make it conform more 
nearly, as | understand it, to the decision of the 
Supreme Court. To this the gentlemen on the 
obj et. it 


; would, in all probability, cover the difficulty in 


| the 


way of the member from North Carolina, 


| (Mr. Gitmer,]} and perhaps, also, to some extent, 


i will permit me to modify my resolution, we 


| dispose d of. 


the difficulty in the way of the member from New 
Jersey, (Mr. Aprain.| ‘Therefore, if the House 
can 
take a vote on it at onee, and have the que te 
I am willing, however, to have a 
vote taken on the resolution as proposed yester- 
day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


I feel assured that the ques- 


|| tion will oceupy the entire day, as the resolution 


that is, to make a personal | 


that since J] have been a member of the House of | 


Representatives sand so longas I shall continue a 
of it, | have not sought, and shall not 


If I ever have declined 
proposition coming before the 
escape any personal responsibility. I may have 
done so, because proposittons have 


been so ambiguously worded as to leave their 


true position of members here. 

Now, inregard a solution of the gentleman 
from Illinois, if Ll had been in the 
the vote was taken, 1 should not have had any 
difficulty as to my vote; and I cheerfully and freely 
come forward now to range myself by the side of 


those gentlemen who, on this occasion, recorded | 


House when | 


| meaning doubtful, or deceive the country asto the | 


South, || 
It might be | 


| to reconsider on the table. 


contains at least three affirmative propositions, and 
there is a disposition to divide them. [ am per- 
fectly willing that Monday shall be devoted to 
this kind of business; bat I do hope that gentle- 
men will allow us to devote this day to the defi 
ciency bill. I therefore move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 

Mr. BURNETT. The Pacific railroad bill is 
aspecial order for to-day. 

Mr.CURTIS Thatisareason why we should 
get rid of this other question, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Irise to a point of order. 
The gentleman from New Jersey moved to recon- 
sider the vote ordering the main question. The 
gentleman from Virginis imoved to lay the motion 
Now, Lask whether, 


| in that state of the question, it is in order to move 


to lay the whole subje cton the table? 
The SPE AKER. The Chair supposes the 


motion is in order. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I am well satisfied that 
there is no subject of more importance to all sides 
of the House than the subject-matter of this res- 
olution, and I call for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to lay it on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 


the negative—yeas 89, nays 92; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, 
Alley, Ashley, Babbitt. Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield 
Carey, Case, Colfax, Conkling, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Penton, 
Foster, Frank, Freneb, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
Hale, Hall, Heimick, Hiekman, Hoard, Hutelins, trvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejos 


Xs 


McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Nixon, Palmer, 
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* 
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I Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Edwin R. Re ynold , John TI the motion to: ider on the table, if carried to lay on the table havin d by th 
' x x : — og al wig — || by the House? What would be the next aues- House in the negative, it to bring 
I \ Verree, Wade. Wal. |, tion before the House ? it again before the Hous: to recon- 
C.Washburn, Elliiu B. Wash The SPEAKER. The question would then |, sider; otherwise, we could never be able to dis- 
t ha He a et qs = Xa. | Tecur on the motion of the gentieman from Ken- | pose of the preliminary motions, and come to a 
i Riedighe Maia Meee” Magis tucky [Mr. Srrvenson} to lay on the table the | direct vote upon the main question. 


mR. The Clerk will read the 49th 





ee, Branch, |) Motion to? sider the vote by which the main The SPEAK 








irk, John B iv dered to be put. rule. 
eee ‘ rf c oe * : Mr. BARKSDALE. And if the motion to The Clerk read, as follow 
i t raige, rawtord, Curry, min 4G j j } +] ¢ ! +l ¢ a 
J I indsol ‘lish, Etheridge, FI ! . ae aon the tabte, the quesuon will * Whena motion has been once made. and earried inthe 
; i the +] A san a 
( Giln ui. J. Morrison th ‘0 up a y on the resoiution affirmative or negative, itshall bein order tor anv member 
ii iB} I, Hindman, Holman, The SPEAKER. © It will, unless another mo- || of the majority to move for the reconsideration thereot on 
\\ blo i Jackson, Jones, Ki el, Lan ti to lay ont table be made the same or sucees dia lsuecig on shall take 
| | Mf Leake. Logan, Maclay : ceo ies ; || precedence of all ot! uestions, except a motion to ad 
i ea a sta iy ; oa I ' * ri! i all ‘ a i ! ad 
a4 DM as I re ind eek Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 1 hope we shall be iourn. and sh! not be withdrawn aiterth line 
Metdur Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, & permitted to lek i direct vot upon this que stion. day without the consentot the House ind iherealter any 
Movre, fsane N. Morris, Nibiack, Noell, Pendleton, | Mr, SUER2LAN. If I withdraw my motion | member may call it up tor consideration.” 
i Pugh, Keas . Riges, J ( ‘ . ‘ wnt aaa -TTAT ET , 
Sh. ‘ Simms, Singlet lo fay on the taole, Can we have one square vote Mr. KUNKEL. In connection with that, I 
\\ 1 Smith, Vv LN. HL. Siith, Stallworth, Steve pon the resomuon ¢ : i; ask the Clerk to read dawn to the bottom of the 
\ Thomas, Underw Several MremBes Ye 


: : es ae. ’ te ats BERS. . 4 : page from the Manual. 
. WV 1 Wright—J vir. ADRAIN. ‘Lhe eentleman from Ohio can- Mr. BINGHAM. [Lobiect. The Chair has 


, 1 ! “ we 2 ) 
Lf I 1 to lay the whole subject |) 1 withdraw my motion. I moved to reconsider || decided the point of order, and there is nothing 
ore eee Pernt: auneny: Sypeeneeee was ordered, |! hefore the House upon which this reading can 
1) I vot wa | au ft withdraw that motion. yroceed. 
lr, SCOTT stated that Messrs. Boren and Mr. KUNKEL. T understand the previous The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the 
S L mm of thirty pur n has ] d,a d the main question |; question of order. He, however, was willing to 
1 ordered, on the 1 ution of the gentleman from ie ar the rule read. The Chair ts perfectly satis- 
I Ppa | ani +} : > sta -eureiiie eS A, : > . . oY tae 
RANCH it Mr. Rurrin \ G im [ correct fied that it is competent for the gentleman from 
' ! 1 nw SPRAKEDP my ; a al 5 : ’ 
l ) Y indis} lion. I SPEAKER. The gentleman states cor- Ohio to make the motion to reconsider. Does he 
BURNITAM made a similar statement in |) rectly. t 


. eg ig meetin Me KUNKEL. T 2 cee Insist upon his motion? 
Lto Mr. We r. KUNKEL. Then, sir, I make this point Mr SHERMAN. Ido. 


\ VALLAN DIGI. AM (when his name f order: that it is not now in order to move The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


d I: | concur erally in this reso- |) to re sider the vote of the House refusing to |) Ken itucky insist upon his motion to lay the mo- 
une voint, | would word 1 lay upon the table the main proposition, or to F 





tion to ree eee on t} , table , 
: ; 
‘ . yord m terpretation, But thi vote upon any other proposition except upon || Mr. STE VENSON._ I do. 


man from New Jerse Ys The SPEAKER. Then the question is upon 








1) rday, and did not vote then |; or a motion to adjourn. The privileged ques- |! the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

ison; and [pro- || tons are specified in their order inthe rules, and Mr. HINDMAN. Before a vote is taken unon 

| how to vol upon all simular prop- |; one of them is the motion to lay onthe table. The |! the proposition pending, | would be glad to ae- 
Osi ; mething sh I] be present dina vote has brent enon that motion, and I submit cept of the proposition of the gentleman from 
practical way aud form, that itis not in order to move tor consider the || Ohio, to have one direct, square vote 1 pon the 
Ir. THEAKER stated that if he had been || vote by which the House refused to lay the res- matters in controversy between the different sec- 

! tv mew lled he would hay olution on the table, while the main question Is || tions which we respectively represent. But ae- 
voted ™ a} still operating. ‘That is my question of order; are to my understanding, the proposition a 
lr. MOORITEAD made a similar statement. aud Lask that, before the Chair decides it, he will |} now presented does not, with as perfect accuracy 
Mr. FOUIKE stated that if he had been present | have the rule read which states what privileged || as it might, make its statements of facts; and in 
When | Hame wa d he should have voted || questions hav: rR order that these statements may be made perfectly 
Pa,” The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair overrules the plain and palpable, that the re may be no dodgin Ki 
Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. J ask the unani- |) question of order, and decides that the motion of || | ask that a substitute which I have before me 
MOUs « nt of the House to vote on this ques- || the gentleman from Ohio is in orde1 may be read, and that the gentleman from Geor- 


tion. It has been customary to allow gentlemen Mr. KUNKEL. Ilask the Clerk to read the |) cia may be 
vho wer in and vote on these |) rule stating the privileged motions which it 1s |) if he sh 
questions. competent to make after the main question has Mr. ] 


permitted to substitute it for his own, 
all so wish 

INGH, \M. | object. 

dD. I opject. been ordered Mr. HINDMAN. Then it is evident that ¢en- 


» 
j ‘ 
Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. Twas absent on Phe SPI SAKE R. The Chair knows of no spe- |} tlemen do not desire a fair and square vote upon 


2 








busin the Department, and could not pos- || cial rule governing this case. If the gentleman || this matter. 

sibly get here in time. will refer to ih ra , it will be read. The Clerk Mr. GILMER. I have desired all the mornine 
Mr. SHERMAN, For the purpose of enabling eM t find such a rule to have an amendment which I wish to prop se 

me to submit a privileged motion, I change my STE V b NSO} N. draw my motion || to the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia 

vote, and vote in the negative. [ wish all the to * ry on the table, w estion then arise read. Now, unless that can be donc, I must 

menibe of the Hou Lo present, and to record directly upon th mot i ; ie gentleman from respectfully object to any other proposition being 

their vot on this proposition, Olio? read. . 


The vote w umnouneed as above recorded. The SPEAKER. It will. 
Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of giving Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. LT understand that 


Mr. ADRAIN. I ob ject tothe reception o fan Vy 
amendment until n ly OWN Is rec ‘ived, for it was 


pol vy of a direct vote upon this ques- || if the motion to lay on the table be withdrawn, || the first one offered, 
ti L\ move to reconsider the vote just taken, || the motionto reconsider, made by the gentleman |} The SPEAKER. Ol jection being made, the 
} the [To refused to lay thé resolution || from New Jersey, will then be withdrawn, and we |! amendmentof the gentleman from North Carolina 
( Chat will give us all an oppor- || may have a vote directly upon the resolution. cannot be entertained. 


t \ Mr. SHE RM AN. With the und rstanding The y! as and na Lys were order d on . Ir. STE- 












Mr. J If it be in order, |} that we may have one direct square vote upon the || yexson’s motion that the motion to reconsider be 
I y f Hlouse. r solution, Wit iout divis sion of the question, Iam laid upon the table. 

Phe Ss be in order to |} 4 netow ithdr Lw the motion to lay on the table. The question was t ind it was decided in 
aa oe Sree ae “ADRAL I desire t} ae oe nd . ' acs S07 . . ante ee 
mov L main question \ ° Ggesire that my amendm« nt the ne erative —yeas 87, nays 91; as foilows: 

sara } Aline er th reps: ¢ noahle ma : 
havi 1 ae Ib ; oe by the House; and to enable =e YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. An- 

‘ir. 4% »now,in orderto |. to offer it, I moved to reconsider the vote by which |! gerson. William C. Ander 


j son, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, 
} d by the gentle- |} the main question was ordered; and I cannot |} Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Bouli . Brig 
man from Ohio, that we may have a direct vote |) withdraw that motion unless the gentleman from || Brown, Burnett, Horace P. 

* } —_ oe te } . as . Clopton, Cobb, Sohn Ce whrane, Coy 
\ which we on tits side desire to |) Georgia is willing to accept my amendment as a 








‘ Pree 
raig, Bur 








; . ; I Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. . De Jarnette. Ed 
pi t, to slate a modification which I propose | part of his resolution. 1} mundson, English, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, 
t nas submitted yesterday I ask Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not consent to Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Jolin ‘T. Harris, 

be read; and then gentlemen can determine || any modification of the resolution, unless it be || Hatton, Mill, Hindman, Holtman, Hughes, Jackson, Jones, 
! ‘ot , ‘| Kilgore, Kunkel, Landrum, 1 abee, James M Leach 
whether ¥ ect to it ap gore, 5 ' a , ; 
: vs : . sate Leake, Logan, Maclay, Maliory, Cliarles D. Martin, Elbert 

nN Nl sar RS ¢ ‘ted. . 





. Inowask that the Clerk may §| 8. Martin, McClernand, McKenty, Montgom ~, Laban 





Vir. STEVENSON I move to lay the motion read, upon = voint of order which La moment || T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, > 2 
to reconsider on the table, and upon that motion || ago raised, from page 127 of the compilation made || Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, Reagzay , 
e the veas and nav Se RS ERR et -H i| James C. Robinson, Scott, Sickles, Simms gleton, 

“~T. CIIPRY T’A err . ey Viet CRE ORt RAC ie Se the OURS. || William Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stew- 

Mir. CURRY. I desire to ask this question The Clerk read, as follows: art. Stokes. Thomas, Underwood, Vanee, Webster, Weood- 

i. 


i Chair: 49 ito Know whett a , \- . 
OF ta hair: Twi mnoW whemer it 1S In ‘When a question is under debate, no motion shall be 


eived but to adjourn, to lie on the table, for the previous 
We have just voted down a motion to lay the |) question, to postpone toa day certain, to commit or amend, 


son, and Wright—&7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldric! Allen, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt 
Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton. Buffinton, Burlin 
| game, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, 


ord to make the motion to reconsider twice? ree 





} ysTDO ( ti t . eh severna! s «1 . > \ ’ 

ml 10n to re nsider on the tal A oe : a vay a 7 eae : ging hase ee | Conkling. Covode, Curt Dawes, Delano, ! 
TT . rr . ) ‘edence In Uie order il nich ey are arranged. : : ’ 

The SPE AKER Che motion just voted on ice ; i i tee Saye ron {| wards, Eliot, Ely, k 





arnusworth, Fenton, 
was to lay the resolution on the table. Mr. KUNKEL. Iam aware oe the motion French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, } 


\ 

. ) > a a OE a Ee Ss CE eS a ae . mick, Hoard, urchins, Irvine, Ju  Ponacis Wi Kel 

Mr. BAR esbALt I de ire to Inquire of a tol Aer ReEeeae oe Ay maae atter the ma in qué SUOD || loge, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt c. —o h, Lee, Long 
1air, What will be the effect of the mot 


Li tion to Jay | has been ordered; but i submit that the motion |; necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, McKean, McKnight, Me? 

















£ Mi 1, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Nixon, 
P Pettit, Porter, Potter, Potde, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
Join 1 Rice, Royee, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
- sy Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, 
Tappa \ aker, Tompkins, ‘Train, Trimble 
Vandever, \ ee, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Etlinu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
We Wilson, and Wood—91 


sed to lay the motion to re- 


then recurred on the motion to 
recoust ote by which the House refused 
to lay the whole subject upon the table; and it was 
taken, and arreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, s} 
the whole question be laid upon the table ? 


Mr. SHER . AN. Is it the understandi 








iall 


ne of 


the House that re shall be but one vote on the 
adoption of the re seakiee ? 


Mr. BURNETT. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


and nay 


Oh, no. 
Then [ demand the yeas 
ion to lay u pon the table. 


S O11 Lie TOt 





The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken on Mr. SuHenman’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 58, nays 8] Pata 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Alley, Babbitt, Beale, 
Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, 





sutterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Conkling, Co- 








vode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Frank, Gooch, 
Granam, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Helmick, Hickman, 
Hoard, Hutehins, lrvine, Junkin, Franeis W. Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, McKean, McKnight, MePherson, Mill- 
Ward, Moorhead, fdward Joy Morris, Morse, Perry, Pet- 
tit, Porter, Potile, Ldwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, 
Rice, Royee, Sedgwick, Sherinan, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, William Stewart, Tappan, egg ‘Tompkins, 


Train, ‘Urimble, Vandever, eet Wade, Waldron, Wal 





ton, Cadwalader C. Wastburn, E Hihu B. Ws ashburne, Israel 
Washburn, Welis, Wilson, pe Wows 7 
NAYS—M« s. Green Adams, Adrain, 'l ‘homas L. An- 





derson, Ashley, Barksdale, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Boyce, 
sriges. Brown, Buructt, Horace FF, Clark, John B. Clark, 
Clemens, Clopron, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cox, James 
Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. Davis, De 






Florence, Fouke, 
Morrison Harris, John 
Holman, Hughes, Jackson, Jones, 
Kunkel, Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, 
Log Maclay, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, McClernand, 
McKenty, Montgomery, Laban T.. Moore, Sydenham 
Moore, mac N. Morris, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Pey- 


Aci ‘ 
li. Qluarles, Re Riggs, Scott, Sickles, 


r, Pug 


. Edmundson, 
Gilmer, Hardeman, J. 


Hatton, Hill, Mir 


Jarnett wnelish, 


Gartrell, 
I. Harris, 





hada, 











Si igieton, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, 
s Srevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Thomas, 
Underwood, Vance, Webster, Woodson, and W ‘right—81. 





uring the vote, 

KU GORE, stated that his colleague, Mr. 

NN, Was absent, and in attend: unce on the select 

e of thirty-three by leave of the House. 
AVERY and MAYNARD (not being 
bar when their names were called) asked 

» vote, 

ction was mi ide. 

coherent 


Dr 


commit 





leave t 
Ob] 
The 
Mr. 

sider 

mot 


vas announced as above recorded. 
WASHBURN, of Maine. 
the vote just taken; and also move that the 
ion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
having been once made and acted upon, it is not 
now in order to renew it. 





LANDER’S WAGON ROAD. 
WASHBURNE, 


nimous consent of the 


Illinois. I ask the 
una House to introduce the 
fol! Wine re 

Resolt 
to communic 


C. W. L anne 


solution: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
tte to this House a copy of the report made by 
r, superintendent of the Fort muanay, South 









Pass, and Honey Lake wagon road, to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affiirs, ou the subject of hostilities on the part 
of the Pah Utah Indians in western Utah during the spring, 


sulnmel 


Mr. 


some 


and tall of 1860. 
SMITH, Virginia. I should like to 


reason stated for the adoption of the 


hie 


| 
resoiuvuion. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It calls for 
| important information which this House oucht 
to have in its possession, 


of Virginia. I do not see what 


to us. 


WEORD. Will the resolution re- 
lerical force to supply the inform- 


Mr. SMITH, 
use It as be 
nes, RA 
qui ddit 
ation? 
Mr. WASHBUR 
not, sir. 
Mer 


d in the re 


NE, of Illinois. I presume 


CRAWFORD. If that provision be in- 
solution, I will not object to it. 


| St 








THE CONGRES 


I move to recon- | 


|| The SPEAKER 


‘The 





Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinoi 
as a modification of my resolution. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I 


introduction of the reso} 


Mion. 


Ws. 


REVENUE LA 

The SPEAKER. ‘The business first 
is the consideration of the special order 
day, which is TH e bill No. 2, for 
cation and codilicat 
laws of the United States, and for othe ry 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE 
the special order 
nor has it been understood by t 
bill, that it should be taken’ 
to-day. It ought at all 
this session of Congress 
there is urgent business which ought to be pass 
upon to-day, I move that the further 
tion of this special ord 
third Tuesda y y of 

The « que 


stiol 1 Was 
rre t 
agreed to. 


order 
this 


in 
for 
simplifi- 
revenue 


On OF the existing 


urposes 
I 

sim ade 

prop ‘ 

ic friends of the 

enup and acted uy 

ed upon at 


t bill wa 
for this day. It is not 


On 





> 
w 


1sugerested 

ed 
considera- 
postponed until the 
next. 


January 


y ¢ 41 ° 
taken; and the motion was 


i] PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 

\| Mr. CURTIS. Inow eal! up for conséderation 
| House bill N rangnnd- eit aoa pteshanipedbepe- ws 
|| provision for the safe, certain, and more speedy 
| transportation, by railroad, of mails, troops, mu- 
|| nitions of war, m it ury and naval stores, between 
|! the Atlantic States and those of the Pacific, and 
|| for other purposes, which was postponed to this 
|; day. 


| Mr. BRANCH. Mr. =e . 
necessary for me to state at this time 

jec t to the consideration of ca bill. 

it upon the groun _ that it must h 

sideration in the Committee of the Whole on the 

state ofthe Union I made this point of order at 

the time this Special order was last under consid- 

|eration. While [I have no disposition to inter- 
fere with any rem irks which the centleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Curtis] may desire ymit, still I 
presume that it is necessary for me to make and 
to insist on my point of order at this time—that 
this bill, making an appropriation, must have its 
first consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The Chair 


of orde 





r, it is perhaps 
that I ob- 
l object to 


ave its first con- 


to sul 


has a distinet 


recollection thatt r nowstated was 


point 


raised by the gentleman from North Carolina 
when this Pacific railroad bill was last under con- 
sideration. When it was about to be postponed, 


hat when t] 
Tt 


wid 


bill 


Pe acte 


the Chair stated t araine 
| the point of order w d upon 
point of order, therefore, will now be cons 
and acted upon. 
| Mr. BRANCH. I will present 
| upon which I base my t 
Mr. CURTIS. I think that this matter was 

fully argued at the last sessi d that the 
eral opinion was thata bill like this might, under 
the amended ru 


considered 
and acted upon wi e to the C 


1e ame up 


idered 


the crounds 


pomtof order. 





Cfen- 


oni- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Iam, however, willing to submit the question to 
the decision of the Chair. If it be decided that 
the bill must go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, I shall move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 


Whole 
may take it up i 
it may be considered ; 
SPEAKER. 
be considered and decid 
| Mr. BRANCH. 
mistaken in supposing that this question 
cussed at the 


order when the bill w: 


on the state of the 


‘ted upon in th Hous 


point of order will now 


is reported from the special 
committee; but on the postponement of the bill to 
this day, the point of order went over with it 


is the 


This, sir, Is t] t time that th 
could ‘properly be di ed 
grounds upon which I make 
are these: the fourth s 
for the issuing of 


certain contingencies 


order 
"1 
Vhe 


oint of order 


int of 
and decided. 
the I 
ction of the b il 


the United S 
i 


and in preseribet 
{ 


firs 


oe 
in 
amounts. 


bonds of 





The 110th rule of the House r res that— 
No motion or proposition fora t r charge upon the 
people shall be discussed the day upon which it is made ¢ 


otfered ; and every 


discussion in a Co 
And rule 112 r, that— 


| 
| ‘¢ All proceedings touching appropriations of money shall 
' be first discussed in a Committee of the Whole House.’’ 


such proposition shall re 


Whol 


© iis first 
[louse.”? 


PET 
ely 


minittee of the 


requires, furth¢ 


SIONAL GLOBE 


The | 





As [ hav sta l provides fox 
1 une i nds of the United } es ( certa con- 
tingencies therein described. ‘Tl! ( 
rress of 1S a, t li « iptel of the Stat t 
Large, pa: A. Zlay} vid as Touo0W 
‘And be it further enacted, That the Seeretary of 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to purchase, at the 
current market price, any of the outstar ig stocks of the 
United States, as he may think most ad ible, im any 
oe funds in the Treasury: Pro: <o ic balanee 
the Treasury shall not at any time be reduced | W 
SO 6.00 0.000."? 
U ler that see - she act 1853 t} S 
nder that section of the act ot Jd, the > 
: oi ' 
retary of the Treasury can purchase, or ia other 
words, apply the surplus in the ‘Treasury to the 
) J. 


rede mption of the bonds provide d for 
Without any further appropriat ion by ¢ 
I ther e hold that this bill does 

priation } of money, su hast 


WAKE A? 


pro- 


s contemplated by the 
{ 


rules, and such as requires that it shall have its 
first consideration in the Committe: the W} 

on the stateof the Union. ‘This sami pomt was 
made during the last Congress, on the bill pro- 
viding for the payment of the claims for French 
spoliations. It was then fully argued. It was 
discussed by the most skillful and experienced 





parliamentarians of the House. Mr. 5; er Orr, 
having taken full time for reflection, decided that 


»of the Whole 


! ‘ 
and to that commit 


the bill must co to the Committe 
on the state of the Union; 
it went. The . _Was an appr al t 
cision of the Chair, and the 
tained Soa decision made 
vote of 128 to 59. I take it, ther 
has been fully settled by the | 
ands on the ruling of Mr. Speal 
sustained by an overwhelming vote 
itself. 

I might as well rest the case on this decis: 
the House, and ao the plain language and intent 
of the rule itself; but, Mr. Speaker, I think tl 
gentleman from lowa [Mr. Curtis] 
with me thata billof the magnitude of this; a bill 
that, in all probability, involves a larger pecuniary 
interest, and more Important mat rial interest 
peeeeane nes any si bill 
before Congress, ought n wales pa 
operation of the previous que in, Without eiving 
those gentlemen who are familiar withthe subject- 
matter of it, and who desire to offer amendments 
and discuss it, an opportunity todo so. J think 
the very reason of it ought of itself to carry t] 
bill to the Committee of the Whole. I should en 
tertain strong hope rules of the [louse 
did not require it, that a majority of the House 
would nottake up, and undertake to consider and 
pass, a bill of the magnitude of this, without r¢ 
ferring it to the Committee of th 


iken from the de- 
House at that 
by Speaker Orr by a 
‘ that t! 
Lous 
cer Orr—a 
of the 


ltseil. 


Sl 





naie that ever came 
1 


ed under t 


Ss 





syeven if the ft 


V ' 
hole on the 


state of the Union, where an opportunity will be 
riven for amending and discussing it. L rest the 
case on that rule of the House, , and the ruling of 





the Speaker of the last House, sustained y th 
House itself; and therefore I insist that the bill 
shall be referred to the Committee of the Whol 


Union. 
Is this quest 


[t is. 


of the 
SICKLES. 
SPEAKER. 


on the state 
Mr. 
The 
Mr. SICKLES 


} loahatahle 2 
mn Uevalavie 





[ supposs on 
whether the bill ought, from its , to 
be considered in the Committee ‘ 
the state of the Union 1s wholly ¢ om 
point of order. ‘There are mai y reasons add 


why Sees be consider nthe 
Committee _ hole on the state of the Uni yn, 
but th ught to be rendered uy a 
motion to refer ihe bill to that committee. ‘The 
point of order is a technical one, strictly, and I 
do not coneur with North 


point. 


Sf 


on 


+] aa ss 
the gentleman from 


Carolina in he takes u that 


pon 
i 





There are, 1 think, many precedents which may 
be referred to, where bills whi h have authorized 
contracts to de entered into hay not been consid- 
ered in the Committee of the W hole on the tate 
of the Union. me reme mber rightly, a bill which 
was considered ¢ last session of Con Tress, 
authorizing atele be linetothe Pacifie to be con- 
tracted for, was not considered in the Committee 
of the Whole. ‘That is “ss — ion. At all 
events, the rule does not reqn t — of 
construction. An appropri wealll Wy 
must becon ideredinthe Committee of the Wi 
‘This is not, in any fair sen of the cata an 
] ! ry ' 
approprie ition Dlii. The point, 1 re peat, a 
technical one, and must be decided by the rule. 


Whether or not the bill, from its importance, 


hould referred te Committee of the Whole, 
will come up when the motion is made. Thatis 
for t Hon to consider. The other 

tor the Speaker to decide as a technical propo- 
Mr. BRANCH. If the Speaker isin any doubt 


' j 5 } 
init, | Will a k that the 


= r Orr upon the French spoliauion bill be 
Phe SPE 


tl it iui 

Mr. SICKLES. 
fore Speal 
The decision was made upon that point of order. 
That was a bill making an appropriation to pi ty 
a debt—a wh 

bill. This authorizes 
Mr. BR \NCH. Th 


VW asir tas | s 
,ork has mistaken the case. 


AKER. The Chair would like to 


I made the point myself, be- 


er Orr, upon the French spoliation b ill. 


Ny distinet ition from this 






propos 
toatl " contract. 

centieman from New 
The pointof order 
h I referred was made by Mr. 
and was fully discussed in 
vurs before it was decided. 
re ad. 


weaker Orr was read, as fol- 


( to whi 
Letcher, of Vir 


the House for several h 


rina, 


decision be 
ision of Sy 


t the 
‘The Speaker. The Chair will decide the question ot 
there is avery great ditference 
Hieetion, between the bill now pend 


order. The Chair imagines 
ling to his rec 


ing, and the one to which the gentleman trom Georgia (Mr. 
tephens) has reterred. ‘There was, certainly, no portion | 
of the tax or charge, if it was a charge upon the people, 
which could have been drawn trom the Treasury under | 
the pension bill. The ditheulty in deciding this question 
grows, ii the opinion of the Clair, out of the proper con 
stRetion th at is to be placed upon the Jast two fines of 
th venth section of the bill, taken in connection with a 
clause in the act of 1853. The words to which the Chair 
refers are these: ‘and such certificates of stock’—the 


25,000,000 of stock which it is provided shall be issued— 

batl be redeemable at the Treasury of the United States.’ 
Now, ifthe Chair could have the benefit of the opinion of 
the Attorney General, as to what would be the interpreta 
tion of this law, he would, perhaps, have less difficulty inde 
ciding now. ‘The question depends upon thatinterpretation. 


Canthe holders of the stock present their certificates at the 
‘Treasury, and draw their money upon those certificates ? 
The Chair was inclined tothe opinion that it would require 
further legi-lation; but the attention ot the Chair has been 
ealled to the act of 1853, (tenth chapter of Statutes at 
Large, page 212.) in which this language is used: 

4d he it further enact That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to purchase, at 
the current market price, any of the outstanding stocks otf 
the Unit d | States, as he may think most advisable, from 
any surplus fund from the Treasury, provided the balance 


from the Treasury shall not, at 
SO 000 GUO ’ 

Now, if the tary of the 
of this clause, redeem the stock 
that in the billwhieh makes an appropriation. Indeciding 
this question, the Chair has to decide the legal point in- 
volved, according to his judgment asalawyer. [pn the sev 
enteenth line of the ninth page will be found what would 
seem to indicate the understanding of the tramer of the bill. 
He there speaks of * the amount herein appropriated.’ The 
Chair supposes that the biil was tramed with a view that 
it should not be sent to the Committee of the Whole on the 
stare of the Union; but he thinks, also, that in that pur 
pose it has tailed; and the question being one of doubt, the 
Chair is determined in his judgment by the precedents, 
whichare uniform, so faras the Chair has been able to 
excunine them, in sending this French spoliation bill to the 
Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union torcon 
sideration. The Chair decides that the 
Committee of the 


any time, be reduced below 


Seer 


Treasury ean, by virtue 
. unquestionably there is 


Whole on the state of the 


Mr. BRANCH. 


appeal, and the 


Union.”’ 


From that decision there was 
wn yeas and nays were taken 
pon a motion to lay the appeal on the table. 
The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. CURTIS. This bill 1s in the form of au- 
thorizing acontract,and is hke a bill authorizing 
a contract to be made for carrying the mail, or for 
any other purpose. [t proposes to authorize a 
contract to be made for doing a certain service in 
a certain way. It appropriates no money, but 
preposes to pay for the contract in two ways: 
first, by donating a certain amount of land; sec- 
oud, by paying in bonds of a certain kind, and 
k—the bonds to be paid by the Treas- 
ury of the United States in thirty years. 
to me that here isa 
bill and bills making appropriations. 
from the bill a deseription of the 
Ind he it further enacted, 
thorized to be issued by the 
be made payable to bearer, 
of the United States 
bearing int 


mavawe sem 


5 
é 


? 


notin stor 
[t seems 
rreat difference between this 
I will read 
bonds: 


Sree. 


That the bonds au- 
provisions of this act shall 
and redeemable at the Treasury 
in thirty years from the date thereof, 
rest at the rate of five per centum per annum, 
mqually at the Treasury ofthe United States ; 
and if bonds be issucd, they shall be coupon bonds, or in 
, at the election of the said corporation or 


ul 





ript on bends 
corporations 

it seems to me here is nothing like an appro- 
priation. The bill was not drawn with any view 


decision of 


| has never been considered in the 


bill must go tothe 
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mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union,as 
any one will see by its general appearance. But 
inasmuch as this bill has been under considera- 
tion, has been published, and is well understood, 
itis notmy pt ir pose, unless the Chair so rules, to 
have it go ss the ‘ommittee of the Whole; and I 
shall try to give a reasons why I think itis 
not necessary so to refer it. I believe it never 
has been in the Committee of the Whole. It was 
not referred to that committee last year upon the 
ground that we supposed, under the new rule, 
we could consider and determine the whole mat- 
ter without sending it to that committee. Ido 


not know whether that point was taken by the | 


gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. BRANCH. The point of order was made; 
but it was suggested that, inasmuch as the com- 
mittee intended to move to postpone the consid- 


eration of the bill toa day certain, the point of 


order would go over with it. It was not pressed, 
therefore, it being understood that when the bill 
was taken up the point would be pressed. 
Mr.CURTIS. We had it up for consideration 
for two days; and the only reason why I could 
not get a final vote upon it was, that it was re- 
committed to the committee, 
again reporte d, we had not time to consider it. 
Mr. BRANCH. Does the gentleman refer to 
this bill? 
Mr. CURTIS. 
Mr. BRANCH. 


I refer to the general bill. 
Perhaps [ may not under- 
stand the gentleman from Iowa. There wasa 
bili for a Pacific railroad that was up, and was 
discussed for a day or two, and | made no point 
of order upon it. The bill was recommitted to 
the committee by a vote ofthe House. The bill 
now before the House was reported back to the 
House in consequence of its recommittal, and 
House at all. 
Mr. CURTIS. Well, technically speaking, 
the gentleman is right; but this is the same bill, 
with amendments, which the committee made to 
meet objections which were urged to it in the 
House. Certainly the clause to which the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina refers was in the 
former bill just as it is in this. The 


of the Union, and was argued for two or three 
days. The changes that have been made by the 
committee are trifling in importance. They cer- 
tainly do not make any difference in the propriety 
of considering the bill in the House as it was be- 
fore considered. 

Mr. GROW If the gentleman from cee will 
allow me, t would like to ask him a question for 
information, as lL have not gotthe bill, and should 
not have time to examine it minutely if I had. 
Does the bill provide for the issuing of bonds in 
sucha way that, withoutany further action of Con- 


gress, Money can be taken out of the Treasury of 


the United States? 

Mr. CURTIS. It does not. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope we shall have this de- 
bate conducted with regularity. The very point 
iu Issue upon which the whole question of order 
rests, is Whether money can be taken out of the 
Treasury under this bill without further action by 
Congress. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to direct attention to 
another feature. Lf the question had been pro- 
pounded whether the liability of the Government 
for the money was fixed, then it would have been 
easily answered, 
Government for the amount of the bonds is fixed 
by the bill. 

Mr. GROW. Lonly want to ascertain the fact. 
I take it that there is no question about the rule, 
upon either side of the House, that any measure 
that willallow money to be taken out of the Treas- 
ury, Without any subsequent action by Congress, 
must first be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Now, it isa 
simple question of fact: not whether the Govern- 
ment is Hable for the bonds, but can the money 
be drawn from the 
ther action by Congress? 

Mr. CURTIS. It cannot. 


That is the point, I take it. 


Mr.GROW. If it can, then the bill should go 
to the Committee of the Whole on the State of the 


Union; if not, then it need not go there, 
it has been decided, 


because 
over and over again, that we 
can impose liabilities upon the Government; but 


and when it was | 


bill was | 
considered before in the House without being re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state | 


| I have referred. 


Certainly the liability of the | 


‘Treasury without some fur- || 
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money can be taken out of the Treasury, it is) 
that kind of legislation that the rules re quire to 
go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. But if our action, in connection with 
the laws of the Government, will allow money to 
be taken out of the Treasury without any subse- 
quent action, then it must £0 to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. And itw 
simply as to that question of fact that I was ask- 
ing the gentleman from Iowa. 

1 will say to the gentleman from Texas, if he 
will allow me, that the fact that the Government 
is liable to pay the bonds, does not make this such 
& measure as must necessarily be first considered 
in committee. It must be some measure of legis- 
lation that will allow money to be taken outof the 


Treasury without any subsequent action. Now, 
whether this bill does that or not, is the question 
which IT have not examined. I therefore asked 


the question. 

Mr.REAGAN. The 112thrule provides that— 

* All proceedings touching appropriations of money shall 
be first diseussed in a Committee of the Whole House. 

The question is, whether the Government is 
made liable by this bill for money that is to be 
withdrawn from the Treasury? Ifthe biliis passed, 
the liability of the Government certainly is fixed 
for this amount of money. Thereis bound to be 
so much money taken out of the Treasury, or the 
Government must repudiate its legal oblig: ne Ss. 
Ifthe payment of these bonds is to be m: ide, it, in 
reality, whatever may be the phraseology . — 
bill, fixes the liability of the Government to pay 
so much money, and determines that the people, 
through this Government, shall be responsible for 
the bonds. 

Mr. GROW. Let me say a word just at that 
point. Congress can pass a law fixing the salary 
of an officer of the Government at fifty dollars a 
month, for instance, or at whatever amount you 
please, and it 1s not necessary that it shall first be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Buta bill to appropriate the 
money to pay that salary must be first considered 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The Government, however, is just as 
much liable, when you have fixed the salary that 
an officer shall receive, for the amount of that 
salary, as in any other way in which you can fix 
liability upon it. Now, as to the question of tact 
in regard to this bill, Lam not informed. 

Mr. REAGAN. The fourth section of this bill 
provides for the issuance of these bonds; it not 
only fixes the lability, but provides for the issu- 
ance of the bonds. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to ask the gentleman if 
the bill provides any means for their payment? 
The information I seek is whether the bill fixes 
any way for paying the bonds? 

Mr. SICKLES. It does not, 

Mr. BRANCH. The question, Mr. Speaker, 
as to whether this money can be paid w ithou tany 
further action of Congress, has already been de- 
cided by this House itself in the decision to which 
The very language of this bill is 
identical with the language of the French spolia- 


‘tion bill, in reference to which Mr. Speaker Orr 


decided that it must go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Now, sir, let 
me read from the fourth section of the bill: 

The 


bonds authorized to be issued by the provisions of 


| this act shall be made payable to the bearer, and redeem 


able at the Treasury of the United States. 

The language of the French spoliation bill, tie 
words upon which Mr. Speaker Orr based his 
decision, were as follows. l read from his decis- 
ion: 


‘*The words to which the Chair refers are these: ¢ And 


| such certificates of stock [the $5,000,000 of stock which it 


is provided shall be issued} shall be redeemable at thi 
Treasury of the United States.’ ”’ 

The Chair will perceive that the words in the 
French spoliation bill were identically the sany 
as the words of the bill that we now have before 
us. The House in thatcase decided that the bil! 
enabled money to be drawn from the Treasury 
without further action by Congress; that when 
bonds are issued, and made redeemable at ¢! 
Treasury, then the act of 1853, which I have a! 
ready read, comes into effect, and authorizes +! 
Secretary of the Treasury to redeem those bond 
out of any surplus in the Treasury, provided 


|, always that he shall never reduce the surplus 


io avoid the necessity of referring it to the Com- || until there is some action proposed, by which || below $6,000,000. 














» precisely the point that was in issue 
y the last Congress. The words i 
the same. ‘The reasons are the i 
should pass the bill now before us, 
the Treasury could, under the | 
1553, whenever there is a surplus in the | 
iy, redeem every single one of the bonds 
{forin the bill, without Congress ever 
illed upon to make an appropriation, or 
Wi muitour having an opportunity to exe reise any 
wiser whatever over it. A general law of Con- 
evress makes an ap propriation for the payme nt of 
bonds. ‘The gentleman from Lowa shakes his 
head. The act of 1853, to which I have referred, 
expressly authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- || 
ury to pay any outstanding bonds of the United | 


bi wre 


ary oft 


Stuutes whenever there is a surplus in the Treas- 
ury amounting to more than $6,000,000. This 
bill prowces only for issuing the bonds. The 


reneral act of Congress then comes into play, || 
vathorizing > the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
th bonds. So that in the act of passing this 
bill we authorize the withdrawal from the Treas- 
ury of as much money as shall be required to pay 
the bonds provided for in the bill itself. 

Now, since | have been a member of the House, 
I have never Known any question relating to the 
proceedings of the House, more fully or more || 
thoroughly discussed than was the question of 
the Fveneh spoliation bill, last Congress. The 
point of order was made by the honorable gentle- 
man from Virginia, (Mr. Shea It was dis- | 


cussed by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Hor sTon,|and the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. 
tephens. ) The Speaker, himself an experienced | 


i a considered the question for sev- | 
eral he He examined it thoroughly, and the | 
decision which he then made covered not only 


Urs. 


the whole ground in that case, but is identically 
‘“on all fours’? with the case now before us. 


The language is so identically the same that we | 
might very well infer that the fourth section of 
this = had been copied from the section of the 
French spoliation bill on which the Speaker sent 
that bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. I desire to take no advantage || 
of the friends of the bill. [T only ask that the bill 
shall take the course which our rules prescribe 
for bills notinvolving a hundredth part of the im- 
portant considerations involved in this, because 
the public interest demands full discussion and a 
four ere ity of amending the bills; which 
opportunity cannot be had except in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The gentleman from Iowa refers to the fact that 
this bill was before the House for two days last 
session, and that no point of order was made on || 
it, as an argument why this point of order should 
not be now sustained. Does not the gentleman | 
from Lowa perce ‘ive that it may be that the very 
diversity of opinions: that was made manifest 
during those two di ays in the discussion of the bill, 
may have been the very reason that induces me | 
and other members to desire now that the bill |! 
should go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, where every gentleman feel- 
ing an interest in it, and whose constituents feel 
al interest in it, can have an opportunity to dis- 
and amend it? I confess that no point of | 
order was made. I do not know that I was pres- 
ent when the bill was taken up for consideration 
before; but if | had been present, and had failed 
to make the point of order, lam perfectly well | 
satisfied, from my recollection of thy de bate, that 
1 would hi ive seen the necessity of having the bill 
sent to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, in order that it might be fully dis- 
cussed and considered. 

Mr. McK NIGHT. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a precedent referred to in | 
Barclay’s Digest. [tis adecision made in August, 
1850, by Mr. Cobb, the then Speaker. Mr. Rich- |} 
ardson. from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
had reported a bill for the re hef of Jacob P. Mont- 
gomery, and it being proposed to discuss it at that 
time, the point of order was raised that, as ~ bill | 
directed the payme nt of a sum of money by the 
Paymaster General, it should be first, under the 
133d_ rule, considered in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. The Speaker 
decided that, notwithstanding the Paymaster Gen- 
eral was directed to pay a certain sum of mone y>| 
there was no appropriation made by the bill out | 
of which yet 


' 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


cuss 


are My. 


whicl h 





Thes 


Mr. 


Mr. 


cision: 


Mr. 
Mr. 


the 


SPEAKER. 


BRANCH. 


McKNIGHT. 


BRANCH. 


ection. 


Mr. 


not have a prospective effect. 


SICKLES. 


I suggest that 

gentleman from Pennsylvania refers 

| was before the passage of the actof 1853, referred 
to by the gentleman from Nerth Carolina. 


The 


having been considered in the Cx 
Whole on the state of the Union. 
taken from the Speaker’s decision; and on motion, 
the appe al was laid on the 
ywrecisely analogous. 


GARNETT. 


hot 
table. 


Chair 


No, sir; ; I 


the practice of the House, he held that it was com- 
petent for the House to consider it without its 


ymmittee of the 
An appeal was 


I think the cases 


the case to 


asks the gentle- | 


man from Pr nosy lvania whe ther an appropri a- 
tion had not been previously made in that case? 

McKNIGHT. 
decision was made by a gentleman who was per- 
fectly familiar with 


think not. ‘This 


parliamentary rules. 
What is the date of that de- 


Aucust, 1850. 


That was three years before 


| the passage of the law on which I based my ob- 


I suzgest that the act of 1853 
only relates to the bonds then issued, and could | 


to bonds not then in existence. 


Mr. 


| stated 


matter. 


the House for two days without obj yjection, 


BRANCH. 


by the 


The 


gentleman 


House 


from 


It could not refer | 


decided differ- | 


ently; because the ee 


| bonds to be issued, and t House decided that 
they were embraced within the act of 1853. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Itseemsto me that the fact 


“The bill has been alre ady considered in 


was discussed and amended. 


Mr. 


Pacific 


BRANCH. 


‘That is anentire mistake. 
railroad bill was discussed for 


| by the House. At th 


House recommitted the 
mittee on the subject. 

House is reporte db Vy th 
has never been considered in the 


Mr. 


the sa 


Mr. 


was r 


Mr. 


const 


SHERMAN. 


me 


lered last 


Session, 


The 


back with certain amendments, 
tleman’s objection does not apply to it. 


Mr. 


conte nd that 


bac 


BRANCH. 


, the point of 


bees AUSE 


Does the gentleman from Ohio 
bill is reported 
is waived because 


the 
f order 


same 


Same 


the 


House. 


i am informed that this is 
bill as was discussed last session, with 
| some amendments. 

BRANCH. Willthe 
| contend that that alters the 
| bill was word for word the 
ecommitted ? 


SHERMAN. 


gentleman from Ohio 
case, even though the 
as that which |} 


If it is the same bill as was 
and is merely reported 


I think the 


ge n- 


lowa settles this | 
It | 


A | 
two days 

end of these two days, || 
| owing to the diversity of opimions manifested, the 
bill to the apecial com- | 
bill now before 
lat spec sial committee y and 


that 


bill was discussed for two days under a former 


Mr. 


| report? 


SHERMAN. 


late now to inte pyeee objection. 
e if that bill were 


ferenc 


| toa dozen committees. 


,in the mean time, 
It comes back the 


I think that if this bill was 
| discussed for two days without objection, it is too 


It makes no dif- 


referred 
same | 


bill, with amendments; and it seems to me that, 
it having been discussed in the 


that: 


the Whole on the 


not, 


t should be 


I have not read the bill, and am not compe- | 


tent to judge of it. 


Mr. 


BRANCH. 


state of the 
I do not say whether the point is well taken or 


The 


gentleman from Ohio is 


House, 


the point 
considered in the Committee of | 
Union is waived 
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| Clates shall not be or become 


mistaken in supposing that this bill has been dis- 


| cusse 


d inthe House 
never been under consideration at all. 


two days. 


The 


This bill has | 


mo- 


ment it was reported by the committee I made the 
point of order that it must go to the Committee of | 


the Whole. 
House 


Mr. 


at all. 


SHERMAN. 
to that fact; 


bill 


which 


It has never been considered in th 


'y the 


discussion for two days in the House. 
{ do not recollect the number 
of the bill as it was originally reported to the 
House, but this is substantially the same bill. 

I understand the gentleman 
| from lowa, then, to admit that this Is not the 


Mr. 


Mr. 


;} Same 


Mr. CURTIS. Certainly it is the same 
with amendments, which have been made b 


be paid; andin conformity with 1 committee. It is substantially the same bil 


CURTIS. 


bill. 


BRANCH. 


bill, 


y the 


I do not know anything as 
but Lam informed } 
of the committee which reported the 
is substanually the same 


chairman | 
bill, that this | 
was under 


A 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Tama member of 
that cominittee, and FI desire to say that, aceord 
ing tomy ut derstanding, the bill, as recommiit d 
to the committee, underwent some sense rial mod 


fications and changes, embracing, in fact, the f 
ture noW in question in relation to the: ‘se bond 
The provisions in the original bill were whoily 
ditferent. 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The provision in relation to these contracts 1s in 
precisely the same words as in the bill which 
considered in the last session. There were, | 
ever, several modifications made. One question 
which arose in the House, was, as to whether 
there should be a corporation, and in relation to 
that we introduced certain words into this bill, 
which | will read to the Flouse: 

Provided further, That the said persons and their asso 
Vested With any grant, riglit 
or interest intended to be secured by the provisions of tris 
act otherwise than in a corporate character and capacity, 
to be first acquired by them or such of them as shall accept 
the terms and conditions of this act, within the territe: 
and State jurisdictions into and through which the raijroad 
contemplated by this act shall be constructed. 








\ 


That is one of the amendments which we 
and a principal one, too. Butto make the 
provision sull more definite in regard to mort 
gages, we introduce another proviso, which ts as 
follows: 

Provided, That said corporation or corporations shall 
have fitty mile sections ofa railroad and telegraph line cous 
pleted as herein mentioned, and such State or territorial 
laws procured and firet mortgage executed as shall, in the 
opinion ofthe Attorney General of the United States, render 
the mortgage lien herein contemplated a legal security tor 


serted, 


the bonds advanced. betore lands or bonds shall be con 
veyed by the Government of the United States. 
Another amendment was attached to the bill in 


committee, and this is in reality the most import- 
ant change in the bill. It is comprised in the 
thirteenth secuon, and provides for a southern 
Pacific railroad to be 


carried on In connection 

with a central and northern railroad. Sull, this 

is, as I have said, substantially the same bill as 
the one on which the House has already acted. 
Mr. BRANCH. If the gentleman will allow 

me, | desire to say that I have sent for and have 

before me the report of the select committee, in 


which they refer to the billfhow reported as con- 
taining certain modifications of the bill which 
was recommitted tothem. Sothat the honorable 
gentleman from lowa will see that this is 
tainly, in a parliamentary sense, a different bill, 
according to the report of the committee itself, 
Mr. CURTIS. Certainly not; the report from 
which the gentleman reads states that it is sub- 


cer- 


stantially the same bill. 
Mr. BRANCH. But it is not the same bill. 
Mr. CURTIS. Oh, that is a mere technical 


objection. 


Mr. BRANCH. It is the same bill, with alter- 
ations. 
Mr. CURTIS. It is the same bill. Certain 


sections are modified. 
the gentleman will see. 


It is a very long bill, 

I do not wish to consume 
the time of the House in relation to the matter, 
or to scem captious about it. All I wish is, that 
the quesuon of order shall be f fairly considered, 
and then, if the Speaker says it must go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
I shall submit, and move that the House go into 
committee at once for its consideration; butf shall 
do all I can to prevent its going there, because 1] 
am very well sausfied, from the course taken by 
the House when the matte r was before under con- 
sideration, that two or three days will be con- 
sumed, and I do not desire to occupy so much of 
the time of the House. It is my determination to 
press the bill toa ps vote as speedily as possi- 
ble, and therefore | am desirous to keep it in the 
House. I ask for ie decision of the Chair upon 
the question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has some 
lection on his mind that when this subject was last 
up, the question was propounded by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina whether, if the bill was 
postponed unul this time, his question of order 
would come up when the bill came again before 
the House. ‘The Chair replied in the affirmative, 
for the reason that the bill would come before the 
House in the precise condition in which it stood 
when the postponement took place. The Chan 
therefore decides thatin good faith he is bound 

| to entertain the question of order raised by the 


recol- 


| gentleman from North Carolina. 
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Visions 
! | to bearer, and redeemable 


j rH l [ ( Statesinit rity vearstrom 1 


» } by the prov 
i i , 1 } 


tt rate of five per centum 
mally at i Jreasury ol tiie 


N not ypriation, the ¢ Malt 
( | The bonds a 
} ! y I Line endent of the 
1 rthe s etary of the 
Ti » redeemar yout tand r bonds when- 
‘ be a surplus in the Treasury, this 
vides expre y that these bonds shall be 
| | Now sup , at the end of thirty 
ie Secretary of the Trea ry redcems the 
i | levisiation: is not this an 
< , i ; i { l y 
j S ri that h called on thus 
} »d i im} tant a question; but he 
] Ind line, as he does decidk > 
t must go to the Committee of the 
W t Union 
I \ t! deci \ 
] I I i to t Committee of the 
W of the U 
Mr. CURTI 1 move that it be made a spe- 
‘ ( mittee of the Whole on th 
( Uy) ! 
Mr. DAVIS. of Indi f snopest that it be 
m ler fo lay three week 


Mir. SMITH, of Vi 1. | make a privi- 
] aol L mov t i} Li ay] urn 
Mr. CURTIS I } floor, and 1 do not 
\ d to mo I ¢ } o everything 
} s i ( bey nof this bi 
for the « t C I road. [Tmove 
t! made as wrder in the Com 


m of t Whol t! of the Union, 

Mr. JONES. Lobject to the motion making 
t] ta l order in the Committee of 
{ Wh mm ti oft Union 

Mr. GROW. r} | end ded to be an 

ll; and, under the rules, an ap- 
y be made a special order by a 
ni V vote, 

‘ir. BRANCH. The rule * the House re- 
fi t very appropriation “hill, but only to 
1 ropriation bills therein specified. 
Itt unanimous cc itof the House to 
maice tl ecial order in the Committee of the 
Wi | 4 ‘ ot { it U 1On. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move,then,that the rules be 
‘ nded 1 that the H i lve itself into 
the ¢ ( he W eon the state of the 
| that | will move to lay aside 
a 1 in order to tak p for con | 
e) P railroad bi 

Wr. DRANCHL. ‘Then the proposition to make 
t order is abandoned. 


‘The SPEAKER. The opinion of the ¢ 


hair is, 
i ‘der } « 
cial order unless 


e mad¢ asp 
Hous 


donow 


In my judg- 


: . . ‘ . . 
s adeel m of t a r on the point of 
’ ' ) ‘ 

} ad by ta man fi 1 North Caro- 
Mr. Brancn, voly fate of this Pa- 

\ 
j ud bill. As that decision yow shi nds, 
} e . 3 ee) TY) ] x mirage 5 i] 
ik the genticman irom iowa may as well 


CONE 


m4 
ee met 
ow 





w1y up thi for 1} ion, With all re- 
{ 1] t] | a mol 
7 { Ye pre- 
| ( y 
1 } } 
| ! | mem f this 
I] 

\1 BRANG iT. 1 to point ot oO dey If 
the ¢ ( is to be assailed, U shall 
pris of defending 1 f think that 
t decision Chair 1s co but it is not 

,order for the gentleman to assail it, or for me 
nd i 


Mr. CU RTIS. I have not surrendered the 


Phen the motion to adjourn 


hie in ord 

Mr. RT ’ Tm ve that tl » rule be sus- 
P nded, and i] ! vei Ifinto the Com- 
mittee of the Wh on the state of the Union. 


Mr. CURRY. The gentleman yields the floor, 
and I move that the Ho do now adjourn. 

Mr. FLOREN( Ed manded t lk rs. 

Tellers we ordered; and Messrs. Smitn, of 
Virginia, and Lee, were appointed. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. 
aca of th [| i in order? 

The SPEAKEI 
of the Hou: 


Is a motion for 


e~ 
— 


iot, during a division 


1 : 
Thi — tion was taken; and the tellers reported 
—iayt 3 |! dy, ne S7. 


So th ii i refused to adjourn. 
Mr. G ARN ETT. The re does not appear to be 
a quorum, by t | c. 
WwW ASH BU rR NE. of Illinois. A quorum 


is not required on a motion to adjourn. 





FERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 
Mr. GROW. { desire to make a statement in 
which we are all interested. There seems to be 


am mn in reference to the time wher 
the ter will | taken up for con- 





on. Wednesday and Thursday, and not 


et apart for that 


PRESIDENT 8S MESSAGI 
The question w taken on Mr. Curris’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of tl WI te onthe stateof the Union, 
(Mr. Grow nt lair. ) 

The CH AIR \1 TAD NV. The first business in or- 

nual message of 
he President of the United States upoh he state 
of the country. 

Several Members. That has been referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis the message of De- 
cember , 1859. | Laughter.] 

Mr. C URRY. | propo e to debate the mes- 
sage; but before | proceed, Pask that the message 
be read. [Renewed laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will 
the Conert SSLON il Gio! eC 

Mr. SHERMAN I hope that the message 
will be laid aside. i make the motion that it be 
laid aside. 

Mr. CURRY. I withdraw my motion for the 
reading of the message. 

The question was taken on Mr. 
motion; and it was agreed to 

So the message was laid aside. 


ca m os ee ae 
der before the committee is the an 


send for 


SHERMAN’S 


REMOVAL OF HOUSE 
TheCHAIRMAN. The next business inorder 


is aresolution mstructing the Clerk to remove 
the present seats from the ies te and replace the 
old chairs and desks; and, with the view of giving 
time for this objeet, that this Elouse (with the 
concurrence of the Senate) do adjourn for two 
weeks from and after Friday next. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that that resolution be 
laid aside. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE 
that resolution 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
that it is not debatable. 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 

pomt of order. Motions in reference to priority 
not debatable. 


The resoiulion was 


BENCIIES. 


I propose to debate 


I make the point of order 


of business art 


laid aside. 
ILDIERS OF 1819. 


CHAIRMAN. The next businessin order 
is House bill No. 66, granting pensions to offi- 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. 


December 18. 


cers and soldiers of the war with Great Pi 
of 1812, and those engaged in Indian y 
that period 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that that bill be laid 
asia 

Nir. FLORENCE. l dk mand tellers on that 
} 


moron. 

Mr. MA YNARD. I move that it be laid aside 
to | report d to the Hlouse with thi recommend- 
ation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN 
precedence. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I withdraw th 
tellers. It will be seen where are the friends of 
the soldiers of 1812. 1 thank God that they show 
upon this side of the Tlouse. 

Phe bill was laid aside. 
APPOINTMENTS OF EX-MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The next business in or- 


der isaresolution deprec 


The first motion takes 





1 
t . ies 
Loemseives 


ling th exXanipie Willel 
h is of iate years obtaing d, by the prac t ce of the 
subordinate officers of this Hous , of ay pointing 
ex-members of Congress to inferior places withi 
their crift as dk r watory to the dignity of the 
House, and calculated to impair its influence with 
the country. 

Mr. CURTIS. 
laid aside, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It ought to 
be with the recommendation that it do p 

Mr. McCLERN AND demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Me ssrs. Lee anil 
GARTRELL Were appointed. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask for the reading of 
the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
is in order on a question « f hon rity of busi 
The reading of the resolution is in the nature of 
debate, and therefore is not in order. IT make that 
Th, 

The C i AIR! MAN. Mem! ers have the richt 
to know what is the proposition upon which they 
are called to vote. 

The resolution was read in extenso. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ihave no disposition to filli- 
buster; but itis proper that the Elouse should 
know there are seventy-four bills upon the Calen- 
dar before the Pacific railroad bill. We wiil have 
to lay them aside, one after the other, before we 
ean reach that bill. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I call the gentieman 


to order. | 





I move that the resolution be 


iss. 


The gentleman has no rizht to refer to 
other matters than the one before t 
even if debate were in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the point of order is well taken. 

Mr.GARNETT. Lappeal from that decision 
of the Chair. 

The committee was divided; and there were— 


he coniniittee, 


| ayes ninety-six, noes not counted. 


The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers; and ap- 
pointed Messrs. Gartreci and BernyamM. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the 
exact question before the committce. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois made the point of order, upon 
the motion to lay aside one bill and take up a 
subsequi ‘nt one on nt Calendar, that debate was 
not inorder. The Chair sustained the point of 
order, and from that decision the gentleman from 
Virginia took an appeal. ‘The question is, ‘ Shail 
the decision of the Chair stand as the jndgement 
of the committee?’’ Upon that question the Chair 
appointed the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Gar- 
a and *the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Burnuam] tellers. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Isuppose I might ob- 
viate all this difficulty by withdrawing my point 
of order. 

Mr. GARNETT. 
of the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the 
right to withdraw the point of order at ar ly time. 

Mr. GARNETT. [appeal from that decision. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. [withdraw my point. 

Mr.GARNETT. I rise toa point of order. 
It is, that the gentleman from Hlinois has not the 
righ t to withdraw 1 it,a vote by tellers having been 
ordered, and the count having commenced. 

Mr. CASE Il rise toa point f order. The 
question of order of the gentleman from Virginia 
was not made while he was in his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheC Se will not enter- 
tain a second point of order until the first pointis 


I object to the withdrawal 


a wa 


~ 


